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3 Ko the following Diſcourſe 
= may now want that Freſhneſs, 
_ which an earlier Publication 
| | would have given it, and the 
a | 7 Th, fo —_— 
wwhoſe ſake it has 39 1 been confidered. 4 f " Y 
attempt the reconciling it with Reaſon in 4 1 
manner injurious to Revelation, would be, i 7 


the Author's Opinion, worſe than Labour H. 
But he humbly hopes this may be accompliſhed se 
on eafjer and ſafer Terms. He doubts'not but . 


every real Doctrine of Revelation is perfettly >," 


rational; and all * ances to the contrarñnñ 


* 


ever bis Failures be, that they may entirely be 


that bis may be fuch; but defirts, cohats . 


ed to his own Account ; as being well af- 
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a this in reſpoct of-the Doctrines of 
Ota and Providence; I proceed, as 1 
propoſed, to that of Redemption. As I then 
endeavoured to confirm the Notion laid down, 
ad at the ſame time to: eſtabliſh the Do- 
ctrines themſelves; fo I ſhall here carry un 
the ſame double View, and try to make the 
Principle of Roctirude, and the Doctrine of 
 Ratemption, mutually reflect Light, and 

| 3 cbmmunfente Strength to each ather. 2 
. gh - ns 


pum - 
#8 > 
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And indeed; if ſuch a 
and proper in relation-1o Male other Dos 
Qrines, it is more ſo in reſpect of this; 
ny Men, Who are throughly convince 
the former, "diſbelieving, or at leaſt heſita. 
ting about the latter. Nay, ſome there are, 
who look upon the Doctrine of R 5 
as utterly irreconcileable with that of Divine 
Rectitude. 

This is the Caſe, if I anderſtand po Wi 
tings, of the Author of Chriftianity. as 
the Creation. He not only allows, but Di 
nuouſly defends, at leaſt on ſome Occaſions, 
the Principle of moral Rectitude; aſcri 
it in its utmoſt Perfection to the ſupre 
And thus far I entirely concur with 
him; Having long ego notiauly acknow! 
for this very DoQrine. Had then this Au- 
thor really ſhewn, that the Doctrine of Re- 
demption was repugnant thereto, or inconſiſt- 
ent therewith ; what others might do, 1 
know. not; but ſure I am, I I) no- 
thing to ſay in Defence of it. For I can no 
ever violate Truth, or counter- act Rectitude 


in any of his Diſpenſations. Here then 1 
| R with this Author; to 
| examine 
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' bring it to this Teſt. t it will not and ie, 


- FT hive no more to fay. On the other hand, 


if Redemption can be made appear, not on 


conſiſtent with the Principle of = 


wine ReFitude, but to be an eminent Inſtance 


ank Hluſtration of it; this, I preſume, will. 
fufficiently anſwer both the above-mentian'd 


Purpoſes,” And yet, if I miſtake not, it 
may be ſhewn over and above, that the Do- 


ctrine by him ſubſtituted inſtead of Redem- + 
ption, is manifeſtly deficient, and not to be 


recoticiled with his own Principle; 

I would not willingly be miſapprehended, 
8 give any Occaſion for deceiving the Read- 
It wi therefore be requiſite to premiſe 
a aid diſtinAly what it is that I pro- 


poſe to maintain. The Doctrine of * 


in various Lights. Very 


ption hath appeared i 


and many ſtrange Opinions graſted on it. 
The Sentiments of the ableſt Divines may 


not always give entire Satisfaction, or admit 
of a rational Defence: not excepting, in 
ſome Particulars, even thoſe Prodigies of 
Learning, Grotius and Biſhop Stulling fleet. 
They clearly ſaw, and proved, in Oppoſiti- 


on to their Advertiries, that the Suferings of 


| Chrift 


97 . n 8. L 1 | 
OT: the Doctrine in this Light, and 


different Explications have been given of it, 


F 
e 
e 


eee eee e a 
Conſideration of intrinfic Worth. Neverthe- 
leſs it may deſerve the Inq uiry of intelligent M 
Chriſtians, whether, by interpreting too; I- 
 terally and ſtrictly 2 figurative Texts, 
: and alluſive Paſſages of _ Scripture, . 
not, in ſame meaſure, entangled: and per- 
ed the Doctrine of Redemption, and per- 
ps ſet it. at Variance. with human Under- 
ſtanding, ———-Subſtitution and Sai faction are 
neither of them ſcriptural Terms; and the 
Ideas ſigniſied by them, however preferred 
and laboured by thoſe great Men, may per- 
haps. be needleſs in the Explication of this 
Doctrine, and poflibly inconvenient and de- 
trimental. Be this ſaid, as indeed it ought, 
with Submiſſion and Diffidence. I only pro- 
poſe it to the Reader's Conſideration; who, if 
he give himſelf the trouble to go through 
theſe Papers, will readily diſcoyer the Grounds 
of my Suſpicion; at leaſt ſo far, as to acquit 
me of the Imputation of diſſenting WIE 
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they bare 
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lowever, fince I have propoſed. to rectti- 
ale. the. Doctrine 'of Redemption with the 
Principle of Rechimde; it yoo I think, 


be m rudence, not carefully to ſepa- 
mis the Ke of that Doctrine from the 
| Non-eflentuls, The Ad verfaries of Revela- 


* 
ad 


i tion induſtrioully confound them, and pro- 


bably find their Account in it: but we ſhall 
only 1 Difficulty. and Embaratsment, if 
we lor, their Example. Whenever they 
| Acover che leaſt Flaw. or the minuteſt 
| Failure, in the Buildings of Divines; we fihd 
by Experience, how. ready they are to aſcribe 


; Fo it to ſome Defect in the Foundation. And 


yet they cannot be ig ignorant, for it is evident 
to common Senſe, . Hay and Stubble, and 
other the meaneſt Materials have been fre- 
quently made uſe of in thoſe Buildings, which 
are unqueſtionably founded on a Rock: I 
muſt. therefore beg Leave to obſerve, that 
confuting human Explications is quite a dif- 
ferent thing from diſproving the ſcriptural 
 Dodrines themſelves. The former may be 
done, and is done every Day: when the lat- 
ter will be done, Time muſt diſcover. _ 

But to return; 1 think it will be proper, 
on che foregging Account, to ſet aſide all 


| Ambiguities, as ig as may be; and to 
| \ | ſiearch 
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ſearch for the true Idea, the genuine Senſe 5 

and Subſtance of the Doctrine before us; ab- 
ſtracted not only from all unſcriptural Addi- 
tions, bur eren from all Triptare] Fig 
Athifions, and Itluftrations, not eſfential 
3 ; however fignificant or 401 in other 
For, as I apprehend, nothing more 
Is Ak for the 8 of Objections, or 
the Support of the Truth. - I ſhall, there- 
fore, in the Fir/t place, endes vour briefly to 
lay down fuch an Account of Redemption, 
Secondly, T ſhall enquire what Occaſion 
there was for it. And-——Thirdh, Shew 
it's perfect Conſiſtence and 3 with 
Truth and Rectitude. | | 


I. By the PE: Mankind, 1 un- 
derſtand in general, Their Denver, or 
Releaſe, from the Power and Puniſhment 9 of 
Sin, by the meritorious Sufferings f Jeſus 
Chriſt. Theſe general Ideas muſt be opened 
and unfolded”; wy it may more diſtinctly 
appear what is contained in them, and how 
they are to be underſtood. By Dellve- 
rance is not here meant an immediate, abſo- 
lute, unconditional Diſcharge; which is ma- 
nifeſtly repugnant to the Reaſons of Things, 
and 1 Rectitude of God 8 CT? 4 
but 
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; "0 lych a Releaſe as conſiſts with both; and 
no, way interferes with the Execution of that 
Sentence, which was originally and irrevo- 
cably paſſed againſt Sinners. This Sentence 
was Death, which is therefore call'd by the- 
Apoſtle * the Wages of Sin. An immediate 
Releaſe from which, would have been re- 
verſing God's Decree, and annulling the San- 
Rion. of his Law. In virtue of this Sentence 
Adam muſt unavoidably die ; and by a natu- 
ral Conſequence, his whole Poſterity. - But 
tho' + in Adam all were to die, yet never- 
theleſs in Chriſt were all to be wade alive; 
that is, in due Time, and at ſuch a Seaſon, 
as might be moſt ſuitable to the Deſigns and 
Dilpenſatio ns of Providence. Nor. was 
this Deliverance abſolute, or unconditional. 
Conditions there muſt neceſſarily be; ſince, 
in the very Nature of the Thing, none 
could be e but Thoſe who were ca- 
pable of Pardon, and qualified for it; which 
neither is, nor ever can be, the Caſe of ob- 
ſtinate and impenitent Sinners. They are no 
Objects of Mercy; and therefore cannot be 
redeemed, in any other Way, or to any other 
Purpoſe, than that of being finally judged. 
and puniſhed according to their Works, Their 
B.2.. Diſcharge 


„Rom. vi. 24. + 1 Cor. xv. 22. 
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Diſcharge therefore from the firſt, RY 
be in order to a ſecond Death, much more 


grievous and dreadful than the other: nn 


like manner, Men's Releaſe from the Dumi- 
nion and Bondage of Sin muſt needs be con- 


ditional. For conſidered as moral Agents, 
their Concurrence is indiſpenſibly neceſſary 
to their moral Succeſſes and ſpiritual Victo- 
ries; Compulſion being inconfiſtent with their 


Nature, and deſtructive of all Religion, 


Again; the Deliverance here ſpoken of is 
ſaid to be, not from Sin, but the Penalty in- 
flicted on it. A Deliverance from Sin aftu+ 
ally committed is an utter Impoſſibility. 
Strictly ſpeaking, an Action done is never to 
be undone, either by the Agent himſelf, or 
any other Perſon. And if the Action be of 
2 criminal Nature ; tho Indemnity may be 
obtained, yet fnnocence cannot: ſince that 
uppoſes either an Action done to be undone, 
or the Nature of Guilt to be quite changed ; 
both which are impoſſible, A Deliverance 
therefore from Sin and Guilt can admit of no 
other Signification than that of Impunity, or 


a Releaſe from Puniſhment. ——To be deli- 
yered from the Bondage of Sin means, or 


. implies, a Participation of ſuch ſpiritual Suc- 
gours, as, with the Concurrence of their 


own 


* 
S 
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ee erg ſufficient to reſtore 


Mien, not to their Liberty or moral Agency, 
"for that was never loſt; but to the primitive 


Order of their Minds, and the natural Ba- 


lance of their Affections: thereby leſſening 
the Influence of Temptations, and fortifying 
Men againſt them. To which muſt be add- 


ed, a preternatural Illumination of their Un- 
derſtandings; whether by the occafional In- 


fluxes and Directions of à divine Spirit, or 


the fixed and general Doctrines of Inſpiration. 


Buch are the Means of Grace obtained for us, 
and communicated to us, in order to our De- 


liverance from the Thraldom of Sin. To 


redeem us from it any other Way, I mean 


effectually and irrefiſtibly, would be treating 
us not as moral Agents, but as mere Ma- 
chines. 

But further; whereas this Deliverance is 
aſcribed to the Sufferings of Feſus Chrift, we 
are to conſider them as Sufferings which he 
had in no Degree deſerved. For if he had 
deſerved them, they would have been alto- 
gether inefficacious and worthleſs, in in reſpect 
of our Redemption. From whence it fol- 
lows, that He alone, of all Mankind, was 
capable of ſuch Sufferings; ſince none but 
himſelf was ever perfectly unſpotted, and 


compleatly * 


* 


Dome th 9 


quiſite to their moral Worth, as obviouſly 
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compleatly innocent. And to the Innocencę 
muſt be added the Digricy of his Perſon; 
which, in ConjunRtion, throughly qualified 


Undertaking. They muſt moreover be par- 
fectly voluntary; a Condition eſſentially re- 


appears on the leaſt Confideration.—I wou'd 
further obſerve concerning his Sufferings, 
that whereas they have been ſometimes ſup- 
poſed commenſurate to the united Demerits 
of all Mankind; ſuch a Suppoſition is, on 
many Accounts, moſt abſurd, as well as en- 
tirely needleſs: as might eaſily be ſhewn at 
large. I ſhall only take notice here, that the 
foreſt Evil and ſevereſt Effect of Sin could 
not poſlibly be undergone, or felt by him in 
any Degree. I mean that Remorſe and Self. 
Indignation, which naturally attend the Con- 
ſciouſneſs of Guilt. His perfect Innocence 
rendered him an utter Stranger hereto; how- 
ever he might ſympathize with, or be con- 
cerned for thoſe who laboured under it. 


Laſtly, The Sufferings of our Redeemer | 


are repreſented as meritorious ; but how, and 
in what Senſe, and with —* Effect, will 
more conveniently be ſhewn under the third 
Head. At preſent I would only obſerve what 

may 
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may be tequiftte in order to fit the Idea & 
Merit ; wich ſeems oftentimes leſs diſtinct 
and determinate titan it needs to be. It is 
readily granted, that no Actions, no Suffer- 
ings, can de profitably to God, or extend to 
his Benefit in ay Degree. It is lkewiſe 
confeffed, that it is the bounden Duty of all 
Agents, and incumbent on them as ſuch, .to 
obey his Will, and fulfil his good” Prabus 
to the utmoſt of their Power, On both which 
Accounts they can, in Strictneſs, have no ab- 
ſolute Claim or Title to a Reconipetice. Ne- 
vertheleſs, all virtyotis Sufferings, all benefi- 


cent Undertakings, all Actions morally good, 
intrinfically deſerve well in proportion to their 
Goodneſs; and the firſt alſo in proportion to 
the Dighity of the Sufferer. All Virtue is 


naturally meritotious ; that is, it renders the 
Agent really wortly not only of the Appro- 
. bation, but in proportion, of the Favour and 
Kindneſs of all intelligent Beings. And how- 
ever ſuch Favour may fail of being ſhewn by 
finite Beings, either thro” Want of Goodneſs 
or Power ; yet the ſupreme Being, infinite 
in both, can neither fail of eftecming it, nor 


of recompenſing it according to its Worth. — 
Let it not then bè ſaid, without a. proper | 
Diſtinction, that there is no ſuch thing as 


mer. ring , 
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12 Of Runamerion.. 
Ea * mreeritisg at the Hands of God. For, 4 in 2 
mon Senſe, every good Man merits: How 


Wo greatly then, how immenſely our Redeemer ? 
„ Who though he knew no; Sin, yet knew all 

1 Kinds of fufering for our fakes: Who ſtoop - 
1 ing to the loweſt Condition, and ſubmitting | 2 


to * deepeſt Diſtreſs, on our Account, was 
in Virtue and Goodneſs exalted above all hu- 
man Conception. 

But to proceed; It may perhaps be object- 
ed, that in this Account of Redemption, no 
Notice is taken of thoſe CharaQeriſtics ſo 
often mentioned and inculcated in Scripture, 
Is not our Saviour there ſet forth as an Of- 
. fering, a Ranſom, a Propitiation, a Sacri- 
- fee-for Sin? Are then theſe Ideas eſſential to 

the Doctrine of Redemption, or are they 
not ? I anſwer, that they either are, Or are 


ER not, according as they are apprehended. ; and 
"iſ ; conceived. And becauſe of this Ambiguity, 


I avoided making uſe of them in the forego- 
ing "Ft TO ; with which they either 
coincide, or interfere, according as the Terms 
1 are explained. If we attend to the origi- 
| nal and genuine Meaning of a Propitiatory 
Sacrifice, it will appear, I preſume, in no 
other than the following Light, viz. a reli- 
grous * intended for procuring the Fa- 
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, of God, and the Indemnity of Sinners. 
With this View it is granted, Chriſt offered 
up himſelf; and, by ' Conſequence; was in 
this Senſe a real Sacrißcr. But in fome 
other Senſes I apprehend the thing to be nei- 
ther true, nor poſſible; ' If 4 Tranflation of 
Ouilt, a — of : Perſons, and -vicas 
nin Pin fink, be declared and inſiſted on 
as eſſential thereto; then, I think, it will he 
neceſſary to conclude, that Chriſt's Oblaticn 

of himſelf was not a real, but a figurative 
Sacrifice. Nay it will follow, if I miſtake 
not, that there never was, nor ever could be 
any ſuch thing as a real Sacrifice. For as 
Guilt, being entirely perſonal, can never be 
transferred; ſo Innocence and Puniſhment 
are inconſiſtent and inoompatible Ideas. 
It is ſaid indeed in Seripture, that Chriſt 
* hare our Sins; that he + was made to bt 
Sin for us, and | a Curſe; that || he was 

wounded fur our Tranſgreffions, and the In. 
guity of ut all laid on bim; and many. other 
Expreffions occur of the like Nature, But 
ſurely it needs not be obſerved that they are 


figurative. Some of them are confeſſedly 


and e fuch. For every one ſees 
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rte B 4% | | + 2 Cor. v. 21. | 
1 Gal. ui. 13. IIa. liii. 4, 5, 6. 
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A literal Senſe. 
likewiſe that he could not, in the fame Senſe, 
be made @ Curſe, or a Puniſhment? Strictly 
peaking ho cou - 
ments, than he could bear our Iniquities, or 
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that Chriſt could-not poſſibly be made Sin in 
And may not every one ſee 


he could no more bear our Puniſh- 


become Sin for us; as being both alike ef. 
ſentially repugnant, in a literal Senſe, to the 
Truth and Nature of Things. Whoever 
there fore maintains a. real Tranſlation of 


Puniſhment, muſt, in Conſequence, allow a 


real Tranſlation of Guilt: which according- 
ly is ſometimes done, or ſeems to be done 
though indeed they are uſually confounded. 
The learned Prelate above-mentioned ex- 
preſsly diſtinguiſhes “ in the following man- 
ner. The Gulf of ſinful Actions, and the 


Deſert of Puniſhment, he allows to be mere- 


ly perſonal, and inſeparable from the Agent. 
This" Deſert, he ſays, cannot be transferred. 


For no Man can ceaſe to deſerve Puniſhment 


for bis own Fuults; nor deſerve that another 
ſhould be puniſhed for them. Nevertheleſs he 


Comtends that the Ohl. — + to Pumſhment 
2 bre of Chrit, Part 2. Pag. 6, 0 88. 
+ Ibid. —Gyo9tizs alſo aſſerts to x ſame Purpoſe.—No- 


tandum eſt eſſe quidem eſſentiale Pœnæ, ut infligatur ob 
peccatum, ſed non item ut infligatur ipſi qui n — . 
Satisfatigne Chriſti, cap. * 
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wy: 2 transferred, and a Change of Perſons 
intervene in that reſpect. And in this Senſe, 

he tells us, the Guilt of our Sins was charged 

ton Chrift as our Mediator, who was to bear 
the Puniſhment of our Sins. It is my Miſ- 

fortune either not to comprehend this, or not 

, to be able to aſſent to it. For how can it be 
ſuppoſed, without the utmoſt Confuſion of 
Ideas, that one Perſon ſhould deſerve Puniſh- 
ment, and another Perſon be obliged to un- 
dergo it, who never deſerved any ? To prove 

the Poflibility and Equity of ſuch an Obliga- 

tion, and reconcile it with Truth and Recti- 
tude, would be a hard Taſk indeed. The 

true and only Ground of Puniſhment is per- 

ſonal Demerit ; nor is it poſſible, in the Na- 

ture of Things, that any thing elſe ſhould 
render an Agent obnoxious thereto, To di- 
ſtinguiſh therefore an Obligation to Puniſh- 
ment from a Deſert of Puniſhment, is diſtin- 

* guiſhing a Thing from itſelf : becauſe there 
can be no ſuch Obligation, but what conſiſts 
in ſuch a Deſert, Nor does it avail any 
thing to call ſuch an Obligation legal Guilt, 
in Contradiſtinction from per/onal,; for there 
can be no real Guilt but what is perſonal; 
nor can any Laws or Sanctions in the Uni- 
verſe alter the neceſſary Nature and Truth of 
Things. | C 2 | But 
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But might not Chriſt voluntarily, and 5 
his own Conſent, come under an Obligation 
of undergoing {i uch vicarious Puniſhments? | 
Tho' it could not be transferred, yet might 
he not contract it, and ſubmit to it, of his 
own Accord? I anſwer, that the Puniſhment 
of an innocent Perſon, whether with or 
without his Conſent, is not only a Violation 
of Truth, but a moral Contradiftion. For 
he is no Subject of Puniſhment in any re- 
ſpect. He cannot poſſibly be puniſhed on 
his own Account, becauſe he is innocent ; 
nor on the Account of others, becauſe Ob- 
noxiouſneſs to, or Deſert of Puniſhment, 1s 
entirely perſonal, and cannot therefore be 
transferred. 

Let it not be ſaid, or ſurmiſed, that this 
is a mere verbal Contention ; for it is not the 
Meaning of the Word, but the Truth of the 
Thing, that I am here ſearching, - If vica- 
rious Puniſhment be repugnant to Truth, will 
the Matter be much mended by calling it vi- 
carious Suffering? If the Inconſiſtence appear 
thus ſoftened, yet is it hereby removed? It 
is readily granted, that our Redeemer might 
and did ſuffer thoſe natural Evils which ſin- 
ful Men had deſerved; and I further allow 
and maintain, that he ſuffered them in order 

2 | to 
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nitent Sinners. But ſtill ueſtion re- 
mains, whether he ſuffered them as Puniſh. 
ments, or only as Means morally and effica- 
ciouſly conducive to the great End of our Re. 
demption. Whether only as our Mediator, 
1 or alſo as our Subſtitute or Proxy, If the 
latter be affirmed, will not ſuch a Subfriution 
imply a Tranſlation of Puniſhment, and by 
Conſequence of Demerit ? And if not, muſk 
it not be underſtood in an indirect and im- 
proper Senſe? On this Account, it is not, I 
think, to be wonder'd that vicarious Suffer- ws 
ings, and vicarious Puniſhments, have been 
8 uſed by the Generality of _ 


vines. 


This we find done even by Grotius and 
Biſhop Srilling fleet; who both likewiſe aſſign * 
the Sins of Mankind to be the meritorious 
Cauſe of Chriſt's Sufferings.* The former, 
as far as I am able to diſcover, ſeems to 
aſcribe the Deſert of Puniſkment to meer ab- 
ſtract Ideas. For he makes it to be imper/6- 
nal; and indeed imperſonal it muſt be, ac- 
cording to his Account: fince he expreſly 
removes 


Nam ineſt em in antecedente causi meritum, ſed 
imperſonaliter. quien in an enim peccata noſtra ut pœna 
exigeretur, c. Grot. ibid. cap. 5. 
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18 RRE DEM 110 BL 
removes it from Chriſt, and confiders it not 
as it is in the Sinner. Tho' in a popular and 
figurative Senſe, Sin be ſaid to deſerve Pu- 
niſhment; yet ſurely the Sinner is meant. 
For whatever is A of deſerving, muſt 
be capable of acting; and therefore Deſert, 
whether good or bad, can, in Strictneſs, be 
only applicable to Agents. Conſidered in the 
Abſtract, Sin is an Object deformed, odious, 
deteſtable; but the Demerit of Sin muſt be 
a figurative Expreſſion; all Demerit being 
eſſentially and neceſſarily perſonal, and there- 
fore inſeparable from the Offender. To con- 
ſider it imperſonally is, in effect, to annihi- 
late it; and to ſuppoſe it transferred, is the 
ſame thing as to ſuppoſe a Tranſlation of Per- 
ſonality. Whether even this, abſurd as it is, 
be not implied in that Gommutation of Per- 
ſons before-mentioned, I ſhall not ftay to en- 
quire. 

It is expreſsly acknowledg'd by Biſhop 6 
Stilling fleet,* that Deſert follows inherent 
Guilt; for no Sinner, ſays he, can deſerve 
that one that was not a Sinner ſhould ſuffer for 
his Faults : nor can the Law or Aci f any 
Perſon transfer the Deſert of Puniſhment from 
him that was the attual Tranſgreſſor. And 


yet, 


2 Suferings 97 Chrift. Part 2. p. 89. 
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. notwithſtanding theſe Conceſſions, he 


aſſerts, I that our Sins may truly and properly 
be ſaid to be the meritorious Cauſe of Chriſt's 


ſuffering and under going the Puniſhment of 


them. How are theſe things to be reconci- 
led, and rendered conſiſtent ? If we could no 
Way deſerve: that Chriſt ſhould ſuffer for our 
Sins, which is moſt evidently! and certainly 
true; how can thoſe Sins be looked upon as 
a_ meritorious Cauſe of his Sufferings 2— 
He tells us, that a meritorious. Cauſe may be 
confidered two Ways. Firſt, in the natural 
Courſe of Things ; and ſo Deſert Follows the 
Fact. Secondly, as Deſert implies only a juſt 
Reaſon of Puniſhment ; and ſo there may be a 


' meritorious Cauſe in extraordinary Caſes, when 


the Legiſlator conſents that another ſhall un- 


dergo the Puniſhment which others have de- 


ferved But I humbly apprehend this is 
by no means ſatisfactory. For whatever De- 


fort may imply, there can certainly be no juſt 


Reaſon of Puniſhment in Oppoſition to Right 
and Truth. And ſuch an Oppoſition there 
muſt be, whenever the extraordinary Caſes, 


here mentioned, happen. Where Puniſh- 


ment is not due, no Confideration whatever 
can amount to a ſufficient Reaſon for it. And 
indeed 

+ Ibid. p. 91. 
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indeed to ſuppoſt otherwiſe, Is to confound | 
'Morality with Politicks, and make Re&itude 
Ganify nothing more than publick Cents | 


"Once, ——And Wheteas this learned Author. 


that there may be u Right to pu. 
4/6; as well as ſufficient Reaſon Be 
ing an innocent Perſon ; I muſt beg to 

conclude both, in all Caſes and Circuinſtats- 
des, utterly impoſſible, = For no Ripht can 
there be in the Univerſe to puniſh the Inna. 
dent, unleſs there can be a Right to violate 
Truth and Equity. Natural Evils may be 
inflicted on the Innocent, for wiſe and good 
Ends, by the ſupreme Governor; with or 
without their own Conſent : but not as penal. 
For where fhereis no Tranſpreſfion, there 
can be no rom for Penalties, To puniſh an 
inmovent Perſon would be treating him di. 
realy contrary to what he is; which is as 
manifeſt a Violation of Truth as can well be 
conceiv'd, It is further obſerved, + that 
meritd ind immeritd ate wender d in the Gres 
Gloſſes by cvatzai; and aAdgu;: but to what 
e I cannot diſcover, For it is not eve- 
ry kind of Rea/on for ſuffering that can ſig- 
hify Meritorrouſneſs. It muſt be an intrin- 


„ Tbid. Part 7. p. 145. 
+ Ibid. and Part 2. p. 92. 
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Idea. There may doubtleſs be various Rea- 
ſons, extrinſic Reaſons, for ſuffering; other- 
wiſe no natural Evils could ever be under- 
gone by any but Criminals: whereas the 
higheſt Wiſdom and Virtue may be diſplayed 
in ſuffering, where there is not the leaſt Sha- 
dow of Demerit. But ſtill Demerit is, and 
muſt be, the only true and juſt Reaſon for 
penal Suffering. Other Reaſons may be fit 

Motrves for ſuffering ; but this is the Ground, 
the ſole Ground of Puniſhment. —— Again; | 
* Fit be ſaid that fuch a one (i. e. an inno- 
cent Perſon) is not dignus pœna; that implies 
no more than the other: for dignus, or dicnus 
as the Antients writ it, comes from the Greek 
Aua, jus; /o that where there is an Equity tn 
the Thing, there is a Dignity. in the Perſon, 
ar he may be ſaid to be worthy to undergo the 
Puniſhment. ——The Circumſtances may be 
fuch that he may be juſtly puniſhed, and in 
that Senſe deſervedly. I anſwer, where there 
is an Equity in the Thing, the Expreſſions. 
may be allowed, and the Aſſertions granted. 
But in the Caſe here conſidered, there can 
be no Equity; unleſs Equity be ſuppoſed to 
mean, or to be conſiſtent with, a direct Op- 


D poſition 
Ibid. Part 1. p. 145. 
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poſition to Truth. To inflict Pundit on 8 


the Innocent is to treat them as Criminals; 


which muſt be repugnant to Equity, becauſe 


it is the Reverſe of what is due; and to Re- 


ctitude, becauſe it 1s counter- acting Truth. 
But ſuppoſing their Conſent, how can they 
be injured? Volenti non fit injuria is a 


Maxim moſt falſe in numberleſs Inſtances. 


If through an Exceſs of Generoſity a Man 
may fall ſhort of that Meaſure of Regard 


which is due to himſelf, and thereby i injure 
himſelf; much more may another make an 


injurious Advantage of his Conſent. The 
brave Decii injured themſelves, and were in- 
jured by the Roman Pontifex, when he de- 
voted them in Form to immediate Deſtru- 
ction; notwithſtanding they voluntarily choſe, 
and even eagerly demanded it. For not to 
mention the aggravated Complaint of the Sa- 
tyriſt, they ſurely deſerved a much better 
Fate. The Truth of the Caſe neither requi- 
red, nor admitted of ſuch a Sacrifice, what- 
ever Advantage might be expected from it. — 
But to return; a ju/? Reaſon for ſuffering nei- 


ther implies a Deſert of Puniſhment, nor in- 


fers ſuch Puniſhment to be juſt and equitable 


1n any Senſe. Without queſtion Chriſt fuf- 


fered not without Ju Reaſons, or proper 
2 Motives; 
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Of REDEMPTION. 23 
Motiyes ; but to conclude from thence that 
he was juſtly and deſervedly puniſhed, would 
be a moſt unaccountable Inference. Even to 
fay that he ſuffered deſervedly, would be, at 
leaſt, a dangerous Ambiguity : as tending not 
only to lead Men into erroneous Conceptions 
of the Doctrine before us, but to confound. 
the fundamental Ideas of Right and Wrong. 
So neceflary is it, in Points of Importance, 
to guard againſt the Miſapplication of Terms; 
and to fix and aſcertain their Signification as 
carefully as poſſible Having thus laid 
down, with great Plainneſs and Simplicity, 
what I apprehend to be a true Account of 
the Doctrine of Redemption; and alſo given 
the Reaſon which induced me to lay it down 
in ſo ſimple and unfigurative a Manner; I 
ſhall now go on, as I propoſed, 


II. To conſider, in the Second place, awhat 
» Occafion Men had for Redemption. —— If any 
Man could fairly prove it to be needleſs, he 
would, in conſequence, overturn the Do- 
ctrine, and diſprove the Facts on which it 
reſts, For moſt certainly infinite Wiſdom 
could never act in vain ; never be engaged in 
uſeleſs Diſpenſations; ; eſpecially ſuch as re- 


quire, or produce, the moſt important E- 
D 2 vents, 
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ſhewn, that Mankind were in real Want, and 


— 


great Need of a Redeemer, for the Accom- 


pliſhment of their Salvation; and that no 


Way appears, conformable to the Divine 
Rectitude, how it ſhould be effectually ac- 
compliſhed without a Redeemer: this will 
not only prevent or remove ſuch an Objecti- 
on, but amount, à priori, to a very proba- 
ble Proof of the Truth of the Doctrine. 
In order hereto, be it laid down as a Poſtu- 
tum that all Men are Sinners. Should the 
Proof of this Point be called for ; let it reſt 
upon all Hiſtory, whether facred or profane. 
Or rather let an Appeal be lodged with eyery 
Man's own Conſcience. But ſuppoſing it 
poſſible to find more Exceptions than that 


one for which we contend ; nay, were even 


half the Species innocent: this would no 
otherwiſe affect the Doctrine of Redemption, 
than in reſpect of it's Uni verſality. A par- 
tial Redemption would ſtill be as much 
wanted, as an univerſal one is on the preſent 
Suppoſition. But alas! there is little, too 
little Occaſion, to inſiſt any longer on this 
Point; which cannot be debated, or even 
queſtioned, without an Aggravation of * 5 
Charge. | 

As 


z 
_ A 
gp $5 6 F 
* 
\ - 


As the Being of all Creatures, ſo the Well. 
Sis -of all ſenſible and rational Creatures, is 
entirely in the Creator's Hands. On his Fa- 
your therefore we neceſſarily depend; as the 
Source of all Bleffings, and 48 Center of all 
our Hopes, both in this Life, and that which 
is to come. For a future State is certain, 
and even the Perpetuity of that State proba 
ble, from natural Reaſon. But Revelation, 
to thoſe who acknowledge it, gives yet kit 
ther and fuller Satisfaction: not only by aſ- 
certaining the latter, to ſuch as were convin- 
ced of the former; but by giving ample Aſ- 
ſurances of both, to thoſe who were in a 
great meaſure incapable of proving either, by 
Reaſon, in a ſatisfactory manner. That is, 
to the Bulk of Mankind at all times; and to 
almoſt the whole Ante-evangelical World. 
Nay, even the wiſeſt of the ancient Philofo- 
| phers were never able to find ſufficient Proof 
of theſe Doctrines. On which Account, 
their Expectations were doubtful, and their 
Hopes uncertain. And from hence it ap- 
_ pears, that Life and Immortality are juſtly 
looked upon as brought to Light through the 
Goſpel. 

From Revelation we learn, not only that 
eternal Life is the Gift, but the original Gift, 


of 
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formed after; the Divine Image; ſo he was | 


alſo conditionally entitled to the Divine Pri- 
vilege of Immortality. .The Condition was 
preſerving his Innocence, and continuing. in 
his Obedience : and the Penalty denounced 
againſt Diſobedience was immediate Mortali- 
ty, and by Conſequence certain Death. That 
Condition he unhappily violated, and there- 
by incurred this Penalty; the natural Effect 
of which was the Mortality of his whole 


Offspring. The very Nature of the Sentence 


manifeſtly implies, that Innocence and. Im- 
mortality were connected in the Divine De- 


cree ; and that the one could neither be re- 
tained, nor loſt, without the Retention, or 


Loſs of the other. For if Man was deſtined 
to die in courſe, and Mortality was his na- 
tural Lot; it is not to be imagined that it 


would ever have been repreſented as his fixed 
Doom, and determined Puniſhment. fd 


The Example of the firſt Man was uni- 


verſally followed by his Deſcendants ; who 


all involved themſelves, more or leſs, in Sin 
and Guilt. They were ſtill created upright, 
but weak. For tho' they inherited Mortali- 
ty, and a double Corruption; yet they nei- 


ther did, nor could inherit Guilt, Hows 


ever, 


NO one 
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ever, the Biaſs being ſtrong and Nature fee- a 


ble, Temptations every-where prevail'd; and 
by finning they ſunk themſelves more and 
more into the Servitude and Bondage of Sin. 
This Depravation of Men's Minds produced 
Ignorance and Darkneſs ; and that Ignorance 
and Darkneſs ſtrengthened the Depravation. 
Freſh Help therefore was wanting, partly to 
enlighten their Underſtandings, arid partly to 
regulate and balance their Affections. For 
tho' their Wills were ſtill free, and their na- 
tural Agency entire : yet their intellectual 
Faculties were impaired, and their Inclinati- 
ons propended to Evil; not only thro” the ori- 
ginal, but much more thro' the actual Cor- 
' ruption of their Nature. In like manner 
ſtronger Motrves, or at leaſt clearer and bet- 
ter aſſured, were wanting to influence and 
| excite Men's Minds, and counterbalance 
Temptations. 
© Such Aſſiſtances they ſeem plainly to have 
ſtood in need of, in order to their Reſcue 
from the Dominion of Sin : but the main 
Point is, how they were to be delivered from 
the Guilt of it, in the Senſe before laid 
down, For without this, whatever their 
Endeavours or Efforts might be, they could 
have no Proſpect of recovering their loſt Pri- 
| vileges, 
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State. Whether the Accounts of Revela- 
tion be received or rejected; it muſt be grant- 
ed by all who acknowledge themſelves Sin- 
ners, that the Pardon of Heaven is abſolute- 
ly and previouſly neceſſary, in order to their 
obtaining thoſe Bleſſings, which they hope 
for hereafter. And, ſince the Adverſaries of 


Revelation contend, as well they may, that 


God never acts arbitrarily : they cannot, con- 
ſiſtently with themſelves, pretend to expect 
that Sin fhould be arbitrarily pardoned ; or 
indeed any otherwiſe than in perfect Agree- 
ment with the acknowledged Rule of Divine 
Rectitude. The Pardon of Sin cannot be a 
Matter indifferent, or of ſmall Moment ; 
whatever be the Ground of it. It is there- 
fore abſurd to think of founding it upon 
mere Will, or reſolving it into. ſome unac- 
countable Aﬀection : and indeed of ſearching 
for it any where ont of the Road and Rule 
of Truth. Nor muſt we ſtop among the 
Ends of Government, as is too commonly 
done : for the Ends of Divine Government 
are unqueſtionably limited by Truth and 
Rectitude. Even the Good of the Univerſe 
can no otherwiſe, and no further be conſult. 
ed, than as it coincides herewith, This is 

confeſſed 
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confeſſed and acknowledged by Unbelievers 
to be the ſupreme Nule; and they might add 
the ſupreme "End: for all Ends muſt certain- 
ly be ſubordinate to the Gry of God; as the 
_ Glory of God undoubtedly conſiſts in the in- 
violable Maintenance and abies of 

"_ and Truth. 

Setting then Revelation aſide for Oy pre- 
ſont, let Reaſon be ſummoned and heard in 
the Cauſe before us: and without cither tor- 
turing or tampering, let us fee whether, up- 
on a fair Examination, even this Evidence 
will not be brought to confeſs the forlorn 
State of Mankind without a Redeemer; and 
more eſpecially the great Occaſion there was 
for ſuch a one in Reſpect of the Point before 
us. The Queſtion is, how and by what 
Means Sinners may be reconciled to God; 
reinſtated in his Favour, and reſtored to the 
Hleſſings forfeited by Sin. But what Sinners? 
Not ſuch as are impenitent and incorrigible. 
Theſe ure no Objects of Favour on any 
Scheme, or any Suppoſition; and are there- 
fore out of the Queſtion. As according to 
Reaſon they are unqualified for Pardon, ſo 
according to Revelation they are utterly inca- 
pable of Redemption. Their Caſe admits 


of no other than vindictive Treatment; and 
E Truth 


zo Of Repewetron. 
Truth abſolutely requires that they be puniſh 
ed in Proportion to their Demerits. 
We may therefore directly proceed to con- 
fider the Caſe of Penttents, and the Efficacy 
of Repentance. If the Repentance and Re- 
formation of Sinners be alone ſufficient to 
cancel their Guilt, procure an entire Remiſ- 
fion of their Sins, and reduce them into their 
original State, or a Condition equivalent there- 
to; then it muſt be allowed, as far as human 
Reaſon is able to diſcover, that Redemption 
was ſo far needleſs. For if Men had it in 
their Power throughly to blot out their own 
Sins, they might redeem themſelves; and if 
they might redeem themſelves, it cannot be 
faid in this Reſpe&, that they ſtood in need 
of a Redeemer, It is requiſite therefore that 


this Point be carefully and py exa- 


mined. 
That the Caſe of Penitents is widely dif- 


ferent from that of Impenitents, is readily 
granted on all Hands, and is indeed ſelf. 
evident. The firſt thing therefore to be in- 
quired is, whether the Caſe of Penitents 
do. not differ likewiſe, tho not equally, 
from that of Þmocents. That Innocence and 
Penitence are not the fame Things, is ob- 
vious at firſt Sight, Are they then upon a 

2 , Level ? 


> Fieser ies 8 
Level? Or is the latter equiyalent- to the 
former ? This can never be admitted with- 
out judging counter to the cleareſt Ideas, — 
The caſe. of Penitents is manifeſtly com- 
pounded of IIl-doing and Well-doing ; of 
Things criminal, and Things commendable, 
Viewed on one fide, it appears polluted with 
Sin and Folly, and blackened with Guilt. 
But the Caſe of Innocents is uncompounded : 
it conſiſts wholly and entirely of Well-do- 
ing ; is all pure and clear, without Spot or 
Blemiſh ; and as ſuch, muſt be in itſelf 
throughly amiable ; an Object of unmixed 
Love and Favour, and every way precious 
in the Sight of God. And fince theſe Caſes 
are thus intrinſically different and unequal ; 
they cannot be entitled to the ſame Degrees of 
Approbation and Favour ; but muſt, accord- 
ing to the Principle of Rectitude, unavoidably 
. require different Treatment. 

To ſet this in a clear Light, it may be 
proper to conſider, that all preſumptuous 
Sins and groſs Offences deform the Soul and 
wound the Conſcience, And if Repentance 
were ſuppoſed to heal ſuch Wounds ; yet 
they would be ſure to leave deep Scars be- 
hind them. Let a Penitent never ſo care- 
fully and fincerely reform what he finds a- 

E 2 miſs, 
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_ miſs, yet he muſt continue diſpleaſed at 
Himſelf on Account of his Sins; and perhaps 


Aliſagreeable will the Recollection of them 


be to him. His Sentiments of himſelf are 
only a Mixture of Approbation and Diſap- 
probation, Satisfaction and Diſpleaſure; and 
as the Ballance lies between his good and bad 
Actions, he both approves and diſapproves 
in Proportion. And is not this according to 
Truth? Have we not therefore good Reaſon 
to conclude, that God beholds him in the 
very ſame Light wherein he beholds him- 
ſelf, and in which his Conſcience repreſents 
him ? 

That a ſincere Penitent is ly a proper 
Object of Mercy, is very true: and it is 
likewiſe true that Amendment of Life is 
ever the beſt and wiſeſt thing that any Sin- 
ner can do; and, by Conſequence, that 
God muſt approve of it as ſuch, and be 
highly pleaſed with it. But as ſurely as 
God approves of this part of his Conduct, 
ſo ſurely muſt he diſapprove of the other, 
As the Sinner's Repentance muſt appear to 
the Deity what it really is; viz. wiſe, and 
good, and praiſe-worthy : ſo the Sins which 
he has committed muſt appear likewiſe what 

|" > 


the more he improves in Virtue, the more 
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Aru) ar; chat is, vile and odious. 1 | 
Juppoſe them ſtill upon Record, and uncan- 
. © *. celled; for indeed what ſhould cancel them? 
871 Does Reaſon inform us that evil Deeds paſt 
may be either annihilated or obliterated by 
ſubſequent good ones ? What is really done 
cannot be rendered undone by any Af- 
ter-Conduct ; and what is ill-done cannot 
become well-done by any contrary Courſe of a 
Action. 
Notwithſtanding therefore his 13 
the Penitent ſtill is, and muſt be, guilty be- 
fore God, and his own Conſcience. And in 
proportion to his Guilt he has actually de- 
merited. However his Behaviour may be 
rectified ſince his Reformation, it can only 
anſwer for it ſelf; cannot efface or alter his 
paſt Tranſgreſſions. His Repentance indeed 
cannot want a good Effect: it muſt turn to 
Account ſome Way; nay many Ways. But 
who can ſhew that it is able to do for him 
all that he wants from it? Who can prove 
that it ought to ſet him on a Level with the 
Innocent? And that it is ſufficient, of it ſelf, 
to recover the Privileges of unfallen Man, 
and reduce him to the original State and Con- 
dition of Human Nature? On the contrary, 


to ſuppoſe this is to confound Innocence and 
Guilt; 
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Guilt z or, at leaſt, to repreſent Righteoul- 
neſs and as equivalent; which is 
manifeſtly. it to the Nature and 
Truth al Things, as hath already been 
ſhewn. 1 ſee not how any Man gen 
void acknowledging, . that a State which is 
mixed and made up of good and bad Actions, 
Virtues and Vices, is far inferior to an uni- 
form, uninterrupted Courſe of Well-doing, 
This would be in Effect refuſing to own that 
a Whole is greater than a Part; a Truth, 
I preſui ſelf-evident i in Morality as well as 
Nature, yet this does not come up to 
the Caſe before us, For antecedently to the 
Reformation of a Penitent, there muſt have 
been not merely a Negation of Merit; but 
actually Demerit, and a Contraction of 
Guilt. However he may deſerve afterwards, 
and whatever degree of moral Worth he may 
arrive at: ſtill his former Sins are to be con- 
fidered as fo many Drawbacks ; and the Dif. 
count will be in proportion to their Number 
and Malignity. The ſame Treatment there, 
fore, 'the ſame degree of Favour with the 
Innocent, can with no Reaſon belong ta 
him, or be expected by him, But nei- 
ther is this an exact State of the Caſe. The 
Penitent is not only entitled to lower Degrees 
ah 
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of Hrbear; but is juſtly liable to D/ ple. 
fire,” and obnoxious to Tuner "This 
muſt be granted, unleſs it be-faid'that his Re- 
pentance is" ſufficient” for his Abſolution. 
Which indeed has beeh fad: but, I think, 


without any Colour of Proof; a8 Will further 


appear aſterwards. In the mean time I aſk 
how the Reformition of a> Sifmer can poſſi- 
| operate bablewhids, or have any Effect 
at all on paſt Actions? However: His Con- 
duct may be' improved, 
bY changed his former Bins en be no way 


altered thereby. Perhaps it may be al- 


leged, ty to 4 Declaration heady 
made, that Agents only, and not their 
Adtions abſtractedly conſidered, are properly 
Subjefts of Demerit : and ſince, in the pre- 
ſent Caſe, the Agent is ſuppoſed brought, 
by ſincere Repentance, to à right and vir- 
.tuous State; how can he, while he continues 
therein, 'be juſtly obnoxious to Puniſhment ? 
I' anfwer, that tho' Deſert or Demerit can 


only be attributed to the Agent himſelf, yet 
ſurely he is anſwerable for his whole Con- 
duct; for paſt Actions as well as preſent. 
Were a Penitent to change his Conſciouſ- 


neſs, as well as his Courſe of Life, and to 
became 4 new Man in a literal Senſe ; then 


indeed 
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or the Agent him- 
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indeed without freſh. Offence! he could 50 


muſt be, conſcious of what paſi'd befors/his 
Converſion: as well as fince; and ſince the 
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longer be obnoz But ſinee be is, and 


Convert and the Sinner are the ſame indi- 


| vidual Agent : what ſhould hinder Rn HO 


ſuppoſing no Mediator, treated e 70 
But perhaps it will be urged, that Repen- 
tance avails nothing, if ſincere Penitents are 
liable to be treated as Offenders, I anſwer, 


aft, chat They cannot, agreeably to Truth, 


be treatly merely as Offenders, but as peni- 
tent Offenders: the Mixture and Compoſi- 
tion of their Caſe requiring a ſuitable Regard 
to both Characters. Secondly, Suppoſing 
them to be puniſhed, their Repentance would 
ſtill avail them very much, by greatly aba- 
ting the Meaſure of their Puniſhment; and 
perhaps by giving them reaſonable Hopes of 
ſucceeding Favour. Thirdly, Every Depar- 
ture from Vice, and every Virtue acquired, 
muſt be attended with natural Conſequences 
proportionably beneficial. And Jaftly, Tho 


| Reaſon can afford no certain Grounds or 


Methods for indemnifying Penitents ; yet 
Revelation may. No Concluſion therefore | 
can * drawn, from the Obnoxiouſnefs of 

Penitents, 


% 
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| Penitents, to the real Diſadvantage of Rec 
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pentance; which nevertheleſs muſt always be 
the Sinner's chief Wiſdom, and his higheſt 
Intereſt. But I am perſuaded, if ever he 


make out a clear Title to abſolute Impunity; 
he muſt have other Lights and Helps, tian 
mmm Reaſon is able to furniſh him with. 


1 meddle not here with the Ends - -of. Go= 
vernment. Tho' they be doubtleſs of great 


Weight in themſelves; yet, as I have al- 


ready obſerved, they can weigh nothing at 
all in oppoſition to Truth, which always di- 
rects and limits them. I conſider not there- 
fore what they require; but what Truth 
requires, I. mean the Truth of the Caſe, 


and the real State and Condition of a peni- 


tent Sinner. I aſk then, whether Guilt be 
not a juſt Ground for Puniſhment; and whe= 


cher the Sinner have not really deſerved it at his 


00 belongeth'?- On 
the other Hand, J am told, and acknowledge 
it to be true, that ſincere Converts are pro- 
per Objects of Mercy and Favour. Both theſe 
Points muſt be owned and maintained; that 
is, as far as the one is conſiſtent with the other. 
For if in the Treatment of a Penitent, either his 


Guilt or his Repentance be entirely diſregard- 


ed, his Caſe muſt appear not fully anſwered; 
os "PER 1 e 


— 
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nor could he be ſaid to be treated according 
to what he is, or conformably to the whole 
Truth. To which is to be added, that Fa- 
vour may be ſhewn, and yet not include an 
abſolute Impunity; as Puniſhment may be 
inflifted, and yet not exclude even great De- 
grees of Favour. Further than this, 
what Certainty, what Security from rintaral 
Reaſon, and the Principle of Rectitude? 
What korther Satisfaction can the Penitent 
obtain in his complicated Caſe, and under 
ſuch a Contrariety of Circumſtances? Since 
he is really an Object. both of God's, Favour 
apd. Dif] ſpleaſure,; ; what can his Reaſon. ſug- 
geſt to him, but that as he has juſt Grounds 
5 Hope, ſo he has alſo juſt Grounds for 
Fear? Should he be told, that Gad's, Mercy 
was his ſupreme Attribute, and would. 15 
ſuredly triumph over his Juſtice; I know 
not how far he might be amuſed, or de- 
ceived by looſe Notions, and popular Ideas; 
but with thoſe who acknowledge the Rule 
of Truth, and the Principle of Rectitude, 
fuch Allegations muſt ſtand for nothing. 


If the moral Perfection of the Deity. conſiſt 


in an inviolable- Adherence to Truth; the 


only way to judge of his Proceedings, muſt 
be from an impartial Examination of the 
WG: 


n 
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| Caſe which lies before us. And if it appear 
| —_ perplexed, and involved; if there 
are Facts and Circumſtances fo oppoſite to 
each, other, as both to encourage and diſ- 
courage, promiſe and threaten at the ſame 
Time; as the Caſe of Penitents really ſeems 
to do: the moſt natural Concluſion would, 
I think, be; that the Direction of Nature 
failing, dar ſupernatural Diſpenſation might 
well be deſired and reaſonably expected. 

But it may be proper, under this Head, 
to examine more particularly, what a late 
celebrated Unbeliever has advanced, in order 
to ſhew the Efficacy and Sufficiency of Re- 
pentance alone. I ſhall firſt conſider what 
he has offered * in other Men's Words; and 
afterwards what he urges in his own. 

In the former of his Quotations we find 
it affirmed to be an Article of Natural Reli- 
"gion, that Forgiveneſs does certainly follow 
Repentance. If by Forgiveneſs be meant 
a plenary and perfect Remiſſion of Sin; 
and ſuch as implies the ſame Treatment, 
and the ſame Degree of Favour to be vouch- 
ſafed Penitents, as might have been ex- 
pected had they always preſerved their Inno- 


1 cence; 


tg Chriſtianity as Old as the Creation. Page 390, and 
391—2. Ed. 4. 


* ; | a 
F : \ , 
1 7 
0 ; g 
0 
« % U 
U . 4 


R I POT. —_ a Mp > Me AK 
* - vw WY 5 n | * ** 1 as.% _ OF 9 


40 RD rel | 
cence ; this; if I miſtake not, has been al- 
ready ſhewn replignant to the Nature of 
Things, and the Truth of their Caſe. And 
even much leſs than this will require, 'ex- 
cluding Redemption, better Proof, as I ap- 
prehend, than is to be met with cher live 
or elſewhere. Thus however the Point is 
1 | | 

If God be a merciful and benign Being, be 
will accept the Payment we are able to make ; 
and not inſiſt on impoſſible Demands with his 
frail, bankrupt Creatures. The moral Per- 
fection of the Deity is unqueſtionable, whe- 
ther we call it Mercy, Benignity, or Recti- 
tude : but to aſcribe Afections to Him cor- 
reſpondent to ours, ſeems to me derogating 
from that Perfection. To conſider him as 
always acting according to the invariable 
Rule of Truth, is a much more honourable 
Idea; as comprehending every Thing that 
is really worthy of him. By this Rule we 
are ſure God can make no 7mpoſſible De- 
mands on any of his Creatures; nor indeed 
any other Demands than what are perfectly 
equitable, fair, and fitting. Whatever Men 
can truly plead for themſelves, He will at 
all Times readily and graciouſly hear. No 
_ Circumſtance belonging to their Caſe will 


He 
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He . whether ariſing from the 
Frailty of their Nature, or the Strength of 
Temptation. Every Thing i is taken in, and 
regarded according to what it is. Every 
Thing is weighed in the Balance of Truth, 
and all juſt Allowances made. This, how- 
ever it — denominated or diſtinguiſhed, Is 
clearly and eſſentially implied in the ReQi- 
tude of God's Nature and Government. — _ 
But how does it follow from hence that 
Penitents and Innocents ſhould be treated 
alike? Or that the Demerits of the former 
muſt needs be quite overlooked ? Be it ſup- 
poſed they have done all in their Power to- 
wards a Reparation of their Offences ; can 
this make them as worthy as if they had 
never offended ? For the Reaſon here given, 
the Repentance and Reformation of Sinners 
cannot fail of being approved and accepted. 
But ſurely unſinning Obedience would have 

been more approved, and better accepted. 
Again, how does it appear that all Marks of 
. Diſpleaſure are inconſiſtent with the Accep- 
tance of Penitents ? May they not be juſtly 
treated as Sinners, before they be favoured 
as Penitents ? Can any rational Argument 
be brought in Difproof of ſuch a Suppoſi- 
tion? It is ſo far from being repugnant to 

Recti- 
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Rectitude, that it ſeems more agrecable to 
the Truth of the Caſe, than that Fullneſs of 
Mercy and Favour which is here contendal 
for. And indeed ſetting aſide Revelation, and 
admitting the Rule of Truth ; here, Iahink, 
Human Reaſon muſt ſtick faſt, without be- 
ing able to diſengage itſelf from theſe very 
Apprehenſions. But to proceed, | 
No generous Man but will forgive his 
Enemy, much more his Child, if he diſap- 
proves the Wrongs he has done, is really 
grieved for it, and deſirous to make Amends. 
— How much more ſhall God forgive all Per- 
ons thus- diſpoſed and reformed ? I anſwer, 
firſt, That no Man will or can efteem an in- 
jurious Enemy, or diſobedient Child, fo 
much as a faithful Friend, or an innocent 
and obedient Child: not even Himſelf, af- 
ter the Commiſſion of heinous Crimes, fo 
well as before; as I have already taken No- 
tice, All fuch Offences neceſſarily leſſen 


our Eſteem either for others, or for our- 
ſelves. But Secondly, In reſpect of Be- 
nevolence, or Good-will, the Caſes here 
compared are widely different. God alone 
is the true and proper Avenger of the Wrongs 
done by his Creatures. Strictly ſpeaking, 
Vengeance is his, and his only. We are 


neither commiſſioned, nor — for any 
ſuch 


Of RRU EM TION. Is 
ſuch Purpoſe.” Beſides, as we are univer- 
fally Offenders in one kind or other; mu- 
tual Forgiveneſs, as far as we are concerned, 
is manifeſtiy moſt reaſanable. Not to men- 
tion that the Well-being. of Human Society 
viſibly requires it; On the other hand, 'it 


is God's unqueſtionable Right, and pecu- 
liar Provinee; as Governor of the World, 


G 2 * * * 
by 8 2 ww 7 a 
* % 


to judge and: diſtinguiſh his Creatures ac-- 


cording: to their reſpective Behaviour. And 
cherein he is pleafed' to direct all his Pro- 
ee by the · immutable Rule of Recti- 
tude. Not only therefore his Eſteem, but 
his Benevolence Rkewiſe is limited and go- 
verned by the Merits and Demerits of Mo- 
ral Agents. The Conſequence of which 
ſeems to be not anly a very different Treat- 
ment of Penitents nd" 1 Impenitents, but a 
proportionable Piſtinction between Penitents 
and Innocents; the Inequality of their Me- 
rits, and the- Difference of their Caſes, 
plainly requiring it. As to a Parent's 
Forgiveneſs of his Children, this is ſtill more 
eaſily accounted for. They are governed al- 
moſt entirely by the Propenſities of Nature, 
and Strength of Affection: nor can they 
even correct their Children without afflict- 
ing themſelves. But ſurely the univerſal 
Parent is influenced and acted by a higher 
Prin- 
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Principle than this; nor can we ſuppoſe o- 
therwiſe without a Diminution of his Glory? 5 
A moral Affection for Truth and Righteouſ- 
neſs muſt be granted, at leaſt the ſupreme, 
if not the ſole Affection of the Deity. And 
indeed it may well be queſtioned, whether 
any other be worthy of him. However, 
moſt certain it is, that no natural Principle 
in the Deity can over-rule that which is 
moral. To ſuppoſe him relenting like Hu- 
man Parents, in Oppoſition to Truth and 
Rectitude, would be aſcribing to Him our 
Weakneſſes and Imperfections. 

Not only Mercy, but Wiſdom will effeftual- 
ly diſpoſe God to forgive the Penitent, be- 
cauſe the Creature reformed by Penitence is 
ſuch as it ought to be, and ſuch as God wil- 
leth it ; which being ſo, it can be na Wiſdom 
in God to affiift it unneceſſarily. Tis not 
Fuftice, but Rage, to puniſh when the Perſon 
is already mended. Conſidered as a Sinner, 

the Penitent is indeed ſuch as he ought to be, 
and fuch as God willeth him: but conſidered 
as a moral Agent, the Aſſertion is never to be 
granted. Moral Agents ought to be inno- 
cent, and God eternally wills they ſhould 
be ſo; as when they have ſinned, he eter- 


nally wills they ſhould reform: which is 
indeed 
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indeed all that is then in their Power; and 
dy Conſequence, all that can be required | 
of them. But ſtill no Reaſon appears why 7 
Penutents ſhould expect to be placed on the 33 
ſame Foot with Izmocents, A Sinner can do | 4 
no more than effectually reform. What . 
28 ? May he not nevertheleſs be dealt with .* 
; according to the Truth of his Caſe ? What 1 
Cauſe can he ſhew, why he ſhould not be 
tried and treated by this ſacred Rule? — 
The Wiſdom of God can never diſpoſe him 
to any Thing repugnant to Truth and Re&1- 
tude. For the higheſt Wiſdom conſiſts 
in purſuing the Meaſures, and executing the 
Dictates of Reaſon and Truth. Hereby 
God is doubtleſs diſpoſed ſo far to forgive 
the Penitent, as to make a wide Diſtinction 
between him and the Impenitent ; their Caſes 
being in Reality widely different. But nei- 
ther an Equality of Favour with the no- 
cent, nor even the abſolute Impunity of the 
Penitent can be ſaid to follow from the Pre- 
miſes here laid down. To make a ſuitable 
Diſtinction between Penitents and Innocents, 
can never be proved diſagreeable to Divine 
| ReSitude ; nor, by Conſequence, to Divine 
| Wiſdom. —— But if Penitents were to be, 
in any Degree, puniſhed ; would not this 
D . be 
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5 e ln inne tefarily? Not, if the 7 
Slory of God, char is, the Maititenance of 
Right and Truth, require it. And what 
 Arprithent can nattral Reaſon afford in = 
Proof of this Point? Without "ſome ſupe 

| natural Expedient T am not able to . 
any certain Ground for the entire Indemnity 
of penitent Sinners. — It is here faid to be 
nat Tuftice, but Rage, to puniſh" where the 
Perſon is already mended. But it is only 
faid, not proved; neither do I think it ca- 
pable of Proof. If indeed the Reformation 
of Sinners was the ſole End of Puniſhment; 
then the full Impunity of fincere Penitents 
would clearly follow. But this is neither 
the ſole, nor the chief End of Puniſhment; 
as will be ſhewn afterwards, In the mean, 
time I ſhall only obſerve, that to act con- 
formably to Truth is Moral Re#itude; and 
between Refitude and Rage there is no more 
Affinity, or Agreement, than between Light 
and Darkneſs. 

The ſeeond Quotation runs in the ing | 
Strain, and contains the fame Arguments; 
and therefore need not be particularly ex- 
amined. But it may not be improper to 
obſerve by the way, tho not qirectiy to 


our preſent Purpoſe, that whereas it is here 
allerted 
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ta be inverted... For Rigi is not, properly 
Conde on Lau; but Low founded. on Right. 
| I would alſo take notice, concerning that 
Forgiveneſs and Reception here looked up- 
on, a8; attainable, by Repentance; that. the 
Point is either to be granted or denied, acgor- 
ding to the Meaning and. e in which 
the Words . are underſtood. Repentange:is 
not iy real. but eſſential: Ground vf Fats 
giveneſs; and in no Senſe whatever is Recon» 
ciliation-49 he, obtained. without it. Bug H 
the, Queſtion is, Whether Repentanch alahe | 
be. ſufficient to procure. the Penitent Iuch a 
Forgivxneſd, a he wants; and has begg he 
foto deſenided. If a plenary Forgiyeneſo he 
meantʒ that amounts: to the forementioned 
- Equality of. Favour and Privilege, and cn 
funds the Caſo of Hpacents and Peritents, 
. L. have already obſerved. How) ſuchoa 
Confuſion of different Qſes is to he reconci- 
led with Rectitude, is not here ſhewn; nor 
am I able any where:tq diſeover. If it 
be alledged that Impunity may however be 

expected, tho net an Equality of Favour; 
the Anſwer is, that an Inequality of Favour 
may, of itſelf, be conſidered as a Puniſh- 
1 8 ment, 
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went, ſuppoſing no other. But that there 
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can be no other, does by no means follow 
from” the Principle by me maintainet; nor, 
T'think,” from | any Thing advanced” in theſe 

tations. © NES. 53 


Aer et us hear” how" tie frdinibacd 
8 Author argues about this Matter in his own 


Words. Can any Thing be mort evident” fays 
* he, than that, if doing Bu#l It the only 


| Foundation of Go#'s Diſpleaſute i cedfing is 


4 Evil, and doing the contrary,” muſt ite u- 


that Diſpleafure. Againſt the Agent 
as a Penitent, there cin be n Diſ- 
— — ſhould take; a- 


wa God's Diſpleaſure againſt him, con- 


ſidered as a Sinner f If, notwithſtanding his 
Ptnitence, he may. ſtill eontinue diſpleaſed at 
himſelf, on Account of his paſt Sins, as I be- 
fore-obſerv'd; why may not God alſo continue 
diſpleaſed at him on the fame Account 18 
— the one and the other confarmable 
to the Truth of the Caſe? This Author 
ſeems to conſider the Agent in the ſingle Ca- 
pacity of a Penitent; forgetting that he is 
likewiſe à Sinner. Or elſe he ſuppoſes him 
not accountable for his Sins after Repentance; 
eien i a n 21 4 which 
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| 420 is” the Velo. The che 
Penitent now. holds his 
formerly blotted the Image of his Maker, 
tranſpreſſed bis Laws, an — eternal 
Truths. Theſe Things ate paſt and he is 
dor grown wier. But ĩs he therefore grown 
div. He ceaſes' tu db Evil: but does 
that” Evil-which he has done, cœaſe to be 
Evil; or he to be anſwerable for it? If not, 
here | is ſtill a Foundation both for God's Diſ- 
and his own. eee 8⁰ on with 
the Authors Reaſoning; 
A long as Men continue in obey Sins] a 
muſt. e proper Objects of God's Re: 
Jentment;\ but when they, for ſabing their Sins, 
44 Part fuitable to their rational Nature, 
they of Courſe' become the proper Objetts of his 
Approbation. They do ſo; but ſhould it 
not have been conſidered, thit Men may be, 
in different Reſpects, proper Obyects both of 
Gbd's Approbation and Dr/approbation? He 
certainly approves their preſent Meaſures, be- 
cauſe they are rig ht and dutiful; and as cer- 
tainly difapprov es- their former Courſes, be- 
cauſe they were wrong and rebellious. And 
the - Penitents themſelves join with him in 
both. The Blame of tranſgrefling and the 
Praiſe of reforming, belong jointly to 2 
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me individual Agent: who, ſtand in his 
double Capacity before God and, their owp 
Conſciencrs. And if this be e Light 
appear, from, nature! Keaton 1 that he will, act 
treat them accardimgly} If chere a ts 
to. favour Penitents ayer, and ahqve, conſiſts 
ent with ReQutude;, it may reafapably be har 
| for : but they muſt be. indebted for it to 
lation. rr dn vain then is it declared 
that, God approves Penitents,! For ſurelyche 
may approve them without, exalting them to 
the, Level of Innccents. Nay sþey may be 
palſeſied of bis Approbation-and Favour, and 
yet. be puniſhed. If their -ſaþt&quent Merit 
will account for the one: their antecedent De- 
merit will aocaugt. for checcher t 
1; We are told, * that as it vas far the She 
of Man, that Gadigaw bin Ius He exe: 
eutes them purely: for the ſame Reajon, . Mens 
Bftzem and Love for the Deity. are repreſents 
ed as depending on their Beligf, that Hees 
puniſhes | when; end no. further kleani their, 
Gand reguires. That whatever: Puniſhment 
Ee inſtidti, muſt be « Mark of e Loves in 
wat ſu Neun ah en ie remain in thes 
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i ferable Shoe hich ir in parustf from W 
ind WIcktntfe.." And that without this Supa 
poſition, it would be mer. Oritelty and M2 
hee. If the Production and Promotion of 
natural Gvoi be the ſupreme End of the Dei. 
ty; certainly it mruſt be the Good of the 


whole created Syſtem: to which all private 
and particular Atvantag 


es are manifeſtly ſub- 
ötcinate. guppofing then the Puniſhment of 
4 Sinner, à pentent Sinner, to redound to 
the public Benefit; the infliting of it would 
de ſo far from Cruelty, that it would be pure 
| Benevolence; and might juftly be looked up- 
on as a Mark f God's Love. Either there- 
fore in theſe and the like Paffages, the Au- 
mor muſt be fuppoſed to mean this Public 


God; tho his Expreffions often look another 


groſs 


Way: or His Obfervations turn on a 
Error, and a palpable Abſurdity ut this 
I ſhalt not infift on, nor inquire into any fur- 
ther; as being altogether needleſs in reſpect 
of the Principe which I maintain, and 
which this Author maintains too, occafional4 
Iy, and by Fits. For indeed he fometimes 
repreſents' "Reffitude and fometimes Bene vo- 
lence, as the chief Principle and Perfection 
of the Deity. To ſuppoſe them the fame, 

is confounding the moſt diſtant Ideas. Truth 


and 


f 
l. 
| | 
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and Happineſs, however they may coincide, . 
| can never be the ſame Thing, ot propoſed as 
one and the ſame End. And if, they be di- 
ſtinct Ends; the one muſt be ſubordinate to 
the other. And whether it be the former, or 
the latter, is cafily diſcovered. Does God 
do what is right, merely in order to benefit 
his Creatures; or he benefits and bleſſes his 
Creatures becauſe it is right ſo to do? If cha 
Anſwer to this Queſtion be not, as I think it 
is, ſufficient to determine the Point before 
us; let us ſuppoſe, what is morally impoſſi- 


ble, that the utter Ruin of ſome. innocent 


Perſon . ſhould conduce very highly to. the 
general Advantage of his Fellow-Creatures, 
On this Suppoſition I ask, whether the righ- 
teous Governor of the World could be 
thought willing to execute ſuch a Sentence 
with ſuch a View? If I am anſwered in the 
Negative, as ſurely I ſhall, the Supremacy 
of that M for which Iam contending, 
I wt hr therefore, that the primary End. 
both of Divine Laws and Sanctions, is neither 
private, nor public Advantage; not natural 
Good but moral. That is, in Scripture Phraſe, 
the Glory of God; to which all Ends are 


e, and every Thing is to be refer- 
red. 
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red. If then an equal Treatment of Inno- 
cents and Penitents, or an abſolute Impuni- 
ty of Penitents, be repugnant to the Glory of 
God; neither their Intereſt, nor that of the 
Public can fo far be regarded. For theſe are 
ſecondary Ends, and only to be purſued in 
Subordination to the firſt. And in order to 
diſcoyer whether thoſe Points agree or inter- 
fere herewith; the chief Rule, as I appre- 
hend, is to examine whether they be con- 
formable or repugnant to Truth; in the Main- 
tenance and Eſtabliſhment of which the 
Glory of God primarily conſiſts; as the Vio- 
lation of it equally tendsꝰ to his Diſhonour. 
f then the principal End of puniſhing 
Sinners, - be that which is here laid down ; 
let natural Reaſon ſhew, if it can, that peni- 
tents are in no Degree obnoxious; Let it 
make out that theiri abſolute Impunity is a- 
greeable to the Truth of their Caſe; and, 
by Conſequence, conducive to God's Glory. 
Without this all Arguments drawn from na- 
tural Advantage, whether private or public, 
are vain and foreign. The Author before 
us, however highly he may ſometimes ſpeak: 
of Divine Rectitude, ſeems to make it con- 
ſiſt in promoting, on any Terms, and at any 
Rate, the natural Good of Creatures: which, 
H tho' 
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tho it anſwers the Idea of Benevolence; yet 
is, if I miſtake not, _ remote from that of 
moral Rectitude. I ſhall only add, that 
the Puniſhment of Penitents is repreſented by 
him as Cruelty and Malice: but how unjuſt- 
ly, as well as preſuraptuouſly? If Truth re- 
quire it, which he has not diſproved; neither 
could he; it muſt be perfectly right ; what- 
ever Notions Men may entertain of it; 
and whatever Names they may preſume to 
give it. 

If the foregoing Reaſoning be juſt, the 
Conſequence muſt be, that Mankind ſtood in 
need of a Redeemer, to extricate them out 
of theſe Difficulties, and reinſtate them in 
their original Condition. As there is no Re- 
demption without Repentance; ſo Repen- 
tance appears, though far from being uſeleſs, 
yet imperfect and inſufficient without Redem- 
ption. This muſt be the Caſe, if it cannot 
indemnify Sinners, and deliver them entirely 
from the Penalties of Sin and the Curſe of 
the Law. And either it cannot do this; or 
at leaſt no Proof, no Evidence appears that it 
can. On the contrary it ſeems highly pro- 
bable, even from natural Reaſon, that it's 
Efficacy is not fo great as fully to anfwer, of 
itlelt, our Wants and NAIC x $2 
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ſhalt therefore go on to conſider the Detirine 
of Redemption in another Wy and as 1 92 


II. Third Place to a its WS Con- 
fitence and Agreement with Truth and Re- 
ctitude. In order whereto, I judge it re- 
quiſite to premiſe briefly.a few Remarks con- 
cerning the Fall; the Root of thoſe Evils 
from which we want to be delivered. Theſe 
two, Doctrines have ſo near a Dependence, 
and are ſo cloſely linked together; that 1 
think neither of them can be examined and 
explained ſeparately, without Diſadvantage. 
There is a moſt remarkable Contraſt between 


mages: ſuſtained by the one, and the Benefits 
derived from the other; as alſo between the 
Demerit of the former, and the Merit of the 
latter. Hence the DoGrines mutually ſup- 
port and-illuſtrate each other; and hence we 
find them in Scripture produced and men- 
tioned in Conjunction. They cannot indeed 
be confidered abſtractedly without great In- 
convenience: and if they could, a previous 
Reflection on the Fall might ſtill not be im- 
proper; were it only to prevent Miſrepreſen- 
1 and to ſhew how unjuſtly this Do- 
1 E ctrine 
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ctrine has been accuſed, of Inconſiſtenoe vith 
Divine Rectitude. 

Whether the Late * of © 
Sin is to be interpreted literally, or Troy 
cally, or both ways; I ſhall not take upon 
me to determine. There ſeems indeed Jul 
Ground for Suſpicion, that we are not ſo 1 
clear concerning the Nature of Adam's Tranſ- 
greſſion, as we are apt to imagine, But I 
have no Occaſion to enter into any Specula- 
tion concerning that Matter; as being, if 
not foreign, yet needleſs ta my preſent Pur- 
poſe, Whatever the Offence was, the Of 
fender only could be anſwerable for it. For 
all Demerit is neceſſarily perſonal, and there- 
* fore incommunicable. Whatever other Grie- 

4 vances we might inherit from our firſt Pa- 
rents; we could not poſſibly inherit the Guilt 
of their Diſobedience. It is manifeſtly re- 
pugnant to Reaſon, and even common Senſe, 
to ſuppoſe the Blame of evil Actions belong- 
ing, either in Whole, or in Part, to any o- 
ther, than the individual Agents who com- 
mitted them. And till more fo, to imagine 
the Race of Mankind capable of tranſgreſ- 
ſing before they were born. For how ſhould 
3 Men offend, before they could act; or how 
5 ſhould ey act, before they exiſted ?——— 
I 2 : * 


M RRNUDUDNNMY TIN. 37 
And if the Cuiit of our firſt Parents could 
not be communicated or derived; neither 
could their Puniſhment. For both are alike 
perſonal ; and therefore equally incapable of 
being transferred, as I before had Occaſion to 
obſerve; On this Account it muſt be a groſs 
Miſrepreſentation, to confider Death as in- 
flicted on Mankind for the Puniſhment of O— 
riginal Sin. For no Part of Mankind, with- 
out a Violation of eternal Truth, can be 
puniſhed for any Sins but their own. It 
was indeed inflicted as a Pun:/hment on our 
firſt Parents; and their Puniſhment, by a 
natural Conſequence, became our Lot, and 
our Calamity. And in this Senſe only are 
we to underſtand the ſcriptural. Declaration 
above-mentioned, that in Adam all die. In 
Analogy | whereto muſt the Counterpart of 
it be interpreted as will appear after- 
Wards, 

From hence however an Objection is 

. which muſt not be left unanſwered. 
It is alledged, that inſtead of a Mitigation, it 
rather ſeems an Aggravation of the Hard- 
ſhip, to find ourſelyes involved in the fatal 
Effects of Adam's Tranſgreſſion, notwith- 
ſtanding our being incapable of participating 
either his Guilt, or his Puniſhment. I 


anſwer 
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arfwer firſt, That there is a \wide Difference 
between the Evil here ſpoken of conſidered 
28 a Puniſhment, and couſidered. only as a 
natural Grieuance: not only as the former 
is irrechticileable, and the latter 
reconcileable with. the Rectitude of the Di- 
vine Adminiſtration ; but alſo in reſpect of 
ourſelves. For certainly a meer natural 
Evil is much more ſupportable, than that 
which is accompanied with moral Evil, or 
of Miſery ; or rather, being itſelf the great- 
eſt Miſery. But ſecondly, It is to be. 
bbſerved, that Men could have no Claim, 
or Title to Immortality, All the Gifts of 
Heaven are perfectly free; or they would 
not be Gifts: and therefore God may juſtly 
diſpenſe, or reſume them, when, 
and how he pleaſes. Had Adam been form- 
ed, and fixed, without 12 Promiſe, or 
Proſpect of Immortality; he would have 
had no Cauſe of Complaint ; as entirely de- 
pending for every Thing -on the Creator's 
good Pleaſure, His very Exiſtence was 
meer Bounty; much mote the P 
that was offered him. And if he would 
have had no juſt Ground of Complaint, ſup= 
poling Mortality his deſtined - Condition 
how 
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how could his Offipring repine at theirs? 
Whatever obcaſioned it, no Wrong was done 
them. They might os Adam, Af they 
pleaſed ; but Providence they could not, 
—— Eſpecially. confidering in che chird Place 
what an ample Reparation of their Loſſes 
as provided for them. Is it not abundant- 
ly duct to Glence all ObjeQtions, and 
fatisfy every reaſonable Enquirer ; that what- 
ever Mankind . loſt or eee through 
Adam's Demerits, was to be regained of 
fully compenſated by the Merits of a Re- 
deemer? On this Suppoſition, for fuch I 
eonſider it at preſent, no Room can be left 
for our Complaints, or even for our Wiſhes, 
If we incurred Death and Mortality through 
2 Tranſgreſſion not our own, and recovered 
Life and Immortality through an Act of 
Obedience in which we had no Share ; the 
Loſs and Damage fuſtamed is fo far 45 
balanced. Death indeed, I own, is till to 
be undergone; but, as Matters are ordered, 
we have Reaſon to reckon that an Advan- 
tage, rather than a Diſadvantage. If it be 


urged, that the Privileges of Redemption are 
only conditional; I need make no other 
Anſwer than that the Privileges of Creation 
were the fame. Had they been otherwile, 


we 
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we had needed no Redemption. But indeed 
this was, and is, and ever will be, in the 
very Nature of the Thing, not only moſt 
fitting; but, morally ſpeaking, unavoid- 
able, as "nts before oblerved. ' 
But however Life and lndnoetality » were 
recovered for Mankind, it may be ſurmiſed 
and urged that this Blefling might as well 
have. been continued to them without In- 
terruption, as firſt reſumed, and aſterwards 
reſtored. That Men ſhould be created 
with Freedom, and full Power over their 
own. Actions, was neceſſary to conſtitute 
them Moral Agents, and render them ca- 
pable of promoting the Glory of God, and 
the Good of their Fellow-Creatures : as like- 
wiſe for the Advancement of their own 
"Happineſs, as was ſhewn in my former 
Tract. Liberty then they muſt have: and 
it is equally evident, that if they had it, 
they might abuſe it if they would. Ac- 
cordingly they did fo, and that very early. 
| Our firſt Parents broke through the ſtrong- 
eſt Obligations, and violated the expreſs 
Law of their Maker. The Conſequence 
of which muſt be, that they would be 
judged and dealt with according to Truth 
and Righteouſneſs, The Reaſons of Puniſh- 
ment 
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en e maſt evident; but what - Puniſh- 
ment ? Such as might be a laſting. Teſti- 


mony, a ſtanding Document, of the Odiouſ- 


neſs, Malignity, and deſtructive Nature of 
Sin, and God's high Diſpleaſure againſt it. 
No. juſt Objection then can lie, either a- 
gainſt the Denunciation of Death, or the 
Execution of it; as being a Sentence per- 
fectly ſuitable to the Ends of Providence, 
as well as entirely agreeable to Reaſon and 
Rectitude. On the other hand, it 

not conformable either to the Perfe- 
ctions of God, or the Imperfections of his 


Creatures, that the immediate Conſequence 


of Sin ſhould be utter Deſtruction. Men 
might repent and reform; and, if they 
did, their Caſe would be altered again. For 
tho Repentance be not Innocence, nor e- 
qual to it; yet, as we have already ſeen, it 
renders Men real Objects of Divine Favour. 
The Caſe of ſincere Penitents being widely 
different from that of incorrigible Offen- 


ders; it is not to be imagined that they 


ſhould meet with the ſame Treatment, and 
be equally and indiſcriminately involved in 
the ſame Doom: as being repugnant to 
Truth, and contrary to the Nature and eſ- 


ſential Differences of Men” and Things, 


I When 
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When Sin entered into the World, the Rea- 
ſon is plain why Death ſhould- follow ; and 


the Reaſon is as plain why it ſhould not fi- 


nally prevail, if there was any Way to pre- 
vent it conſiſtent with the Divine Perfections. 


In the midſt of Judgment God would remem- 
me Mercy, according' to the Language of 
Scripture. That is, interpreted by the Rule 
of Rectitude, He would take in the whole 
'of the Sinner's Caſe, and regard the Nature 
and Circumſtances of the Agent, as well 
as the Nature of the Tranſgreſſion. He 
would provide for fincere Penitents as fa- 
vourably and fully as Truth would allow; 
and the Reſult of this was their effectual 
Redemption. —— This, I preſume, is a ſuf- 
ficient and fatisfatory Account, why Death 
ſhould firſt enter and, conquer ; and after- 
wards be conquered and excluded ; as it 
ſhews, at the ſame Time, the Grounds of 
both Diſpenſations. But to proceed : 
Mortality and Death being thus the ori- 
ginal Wages of Sin, became the natural 
Lot of Mankind; however made eaſy by 
- ſupernatural Favours and ſubſequent Bleſ- 
ſings. But they inherited likewiſe Corrup- 
tion of another Kind, By Sin came not on- 
ly Death, but a Depravation of Human 
Nature. 
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Nature; That is, Men's natural Diſpoſi- 
tions were in ſors Meaſure diſordered, and 
their Affections tainted. They were till 
at Liberty, ſtill, Agents: but their ſenſual 


natural Strength, expoſed them more to 
Temptation, and rendered the Diſcharge of 
their Duty more difficult. To fay that it 
became hereby impracticable, is moſt ab- 
ſurd ; and indeed in one Senſe, a Contra- 


diction. For whatever is really impracti- 


cable, ceaſes to be a Duty; foraſmuch as 
no Agent can be obliged to Impoſlibilities, 
On which Account the Corruption of Hu- 
man Nature permitted by Providence is un- 
juſtly repreſented as repugnant to Divine 


Rectitude. This derivative Taint was rio 


more a juſt Ground of Complaint, than 
Mortality. For nothing more was required 
of frail Men, than what was either natural- 
ly or ſupernaturally in their Power, If 
Help was wanting to raiſe and reduce them 


to their primitive Dignity, and reſtore the 


Luſtre of that Image in which they were 


firſt created; it was immediately granted 
in Part, and even Proviſion made for the 
entire Completion of it. In the mean time 
they were only rendered more dependent 
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on Divine Aid and 'Aﬀiſtance'; and that, 
after it had appeared that either” Meri Bor 
Angels could ſecurely be truſted on their 
own Bottom. So that however Man's Na- 
ture was diſtempered, Relief was always 
at Hand; and a Remedy in Readineſs, more 
than adequate to the Diſeaſe. —— But ha- 
ving ſpoken to this Matter * elſewhere, I 
have the leſs Occafion to enlarge on it here. 
I ſhall therefore return to the Purſuit 
and Diſcuſſion of the main Point; which 
perhaps has been leſs conſidered, tho 
there ſeems to be more Occaſion for it. 
I mean the Manner and Method of our be- 
ing redeemed from the Guilt, or to ſpeak 
more properly, the Penalties of Sin. And 
in order to open the Difficulties of this Part 
of Redemption, I judge the foregoing Do- 
Erine to be the trueſt and fitteſt Key. Or 
rather, applying the one Doctrine to the 
other, they will be found, if I miſtake not, 
dire& Tallies. Both are couched, tho” figu- 
ratively expreſſed, in the following Text of 
Scripture ; and indeed in ſeveral others of the 
| like Import. + As by one Man's Diſobedtence 
many were made Sinners; fo by the Obedience 
of one ſhall many be made Righteous. Made 


Sinners, 
Collect ion of Tad, &c. Pa. 26 ——9. 
+ Rom. v. 19. 
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Sinners, and made Righteous,. in more Senſes 
than one : but in whatever Senſe the Words 
be underſtood; the . 


and the Contraſt i is viſible. 


The former af theſe Diſpenfations has been 
already explained, and vindicated; and the 
latter remains to be now ſet in a clear Light, 
which perhaps is all that is needful to be 
done in its Defence and Juſtification, —— 
Vicarious Puniſhment appears an utter Impoſ-— 
fibility. And if vicarious Suffering do not 
imply, or amount to the fame Thing, it is to 
me altogether unintelligible. That by a ſup- 
poſed Commutation of Perſons Chriſt ſhould 
become our Subſtitute or Proxy; and, as 
ſach, endure Evils inflicted on- Account of 

our Sins: ſeems to me at leaſt running into 
needleſs Obſcurity, and wrapping up a plain 
Doctrine in Clouds and Darkneſs. If Adam 
was our Subſtitute, our Repreſentative in ſin- 
ning; then might it be allowed that Chriſt 
was the fame in ſuffering. Or if we could 
be puniſhed for Adam's Tranſgreſſion, then 
Chrift might be ſuppoſed, by the fame Rule, 
to be puniſhed for Ours, But whoever diſ- 
owns the former of theſe Doctrines will un- 
avoidably be obliged to give up the latter. 
I The great Queſtion then remaining 
2 | to 
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to * conſidered. i is, how Redemption was 
practicable according to the Principles and 
Conceſſions here laid down. It has already 
been granted, and even maintained, — | 
ther Sin, nor Demerit, nor Puniſhment, can 
poſſibly. be transferred, becauſe they are per- 
ſonal. And are not Righteouſneſs, and Me- 
rit, and Reward, equally perſonal, and there- 
fore equally intransferrible? I both own the 
Premiſes, and allow the Concluſion ; and yet 


Cannot find any juſt Cauſe to be in Pain a- 


bout either. I readily acknowledge that, 
ſtrictly ſpeaking, it is altogether impoſſible, 
that Men ſhould be either made Sinners, or 
Righteous, by the Act and Deed of other 
Perſons; and no leſs repugnant to Truth, 
that they ſhould be either puniſhed or reward. 
ed, for good or evil Actions, in which they 
themſelves had no Hand, The great Purpo- 
ſes of Redemption may, I hope, be fully an. 
ſwered without any Recourſe to ſuch Suppo- 
ſitions. Let it but be allowed, that the fir 
Adam deſerved the Sentence and Puniſhment 
inflicted | on. him; and that the 4% Adam, 
the * Lamb that was ſlain, merited a high 
Reward, and was truly worthy to receive Ho- 


nour, and Power, = Glory, and Bleſſing, 
as 
bo... Rev. v. 12. 
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as we find them aſcribed to him in Scripture; 
and, I apprehend, theſe Data will be fuf- 
ficient for the in of either Do- 
ne. : - 

By ſubmitting to take our ws upon 
him, even under the greateſt Diſcourage- 
ments and Diſadvantages; in the loweſt Form, 
and the moſt unwelcome Condition; by 
humbling himſelf ſtill lower, and patiently 
enduring the greateſt Hardſhips, Indignities, 
and Diſtreſſes; by indefatigably ſeeking and 
promoting from firſt to laſt the Glory of God, 
and the Benefit of Mankind; but more eſpe- 
cially by * becoming obedient unto Death, e- 
ven the 1 of the Croſs ; our Redeemer þ 
was unqueſtionably moſt meritorious, in the 
Senſe above explained. To perfect Innocence 
he joined the moſt extenſive Benevolence, 
and the moſt exalted Virtue; and thereby be- 
came entituled to the higheſt — and 
moſt diſtinguiſned Reward. So far 
here is a perfect Agreement with Truth and 
Rectitude, without all Queſtion, and beyond 
all Objection. That the Reward conferred 
on him no way interfered with Right and 
Truth; but, on the contrary, was moſt proper 
and ſuitable in all Reſpects; moſt worthy of 
the 


Phil. ii. 8. 
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the Giver, and tmoſt acceptable to the Recei- 


ver; will be my Buſineſs to ſhew after we 


lave inquired wherein it conſiſted. | 
Beſides the Exaltation of Chriſt 4 the £ 
Acceſſions of Power and Dignity,  expreſsly | 
mentioned an Scripture ; there is clearly im- 
plied, and ſometimes expreſſed in Conjun- 
hn therewith, a Reward of a different Na- : 

I mean that very Remi ſion of Sins, or | 
Releaſe of Sinners, which is the Subject of our 
preſent Inquiry; their Deliverance from the | 
Bonds of Sin and Death, and the Reftoration of + 
Immortality. This we are apt to miſcall our . 
Reward, and to look upon it as ſuch : but 1 


- muſt beg leave to aſſert and maintain that, 


ſtrictly ſpeaking, it is not au. Reward, but 
our Redeemer s; * whom God hath exalted 
with his right Hand, to be a Prince, and 2 
Saviour, to give Repentance and Forgiveneſs 
of Sins, He-merited by his Obedience and 
Suffering this glorious and ſublime Reward ; 
and obtained it accordingly ; and that with 
the utmoſt Truth and — as will pre- 
ſently be ſhewn. In the mean time, let 
not this ſeem either to Unbelievers an Evafi- 
on, or to Believers a Subtlety. On the moſt 
attentive and impartial Examination that 1 


Acts. v. 31. 
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. am capa ble of taking, it not only appears to 


ai quite different Light; but I judge it 


moſt effectual, for reſcuing the Doctrine from 
thoſe Difficulties and Objections, under which 


it has laboured. By hanging great Weights 
on ſuch a Truth, tho Men cannot fink it, 


yet they may keep it in'a perpetual Struggle. 


Whoever therefore hang them on, it be- 


hoves all well-diſpoſed Minds to join theit | 


Endeavours to take them off. However, J 


think it incumbent on me, before I attempt | 


to ſatisfy the Adverſaries of Revelation con- 
cerning this Matter; to propoſe the Satisfacti- 


on of it's Friends and Followers, and brief 
ly obviate ſuch Objections as may ariſe from 


that Quarter. 

That our Redemption is really the Effect 
of Chriſt's Sufferings; or, in other Words, 
that Chriſt's Sufferings are the real and meri- 
totious Cauſe of our Redemption; I acknow- 
ledge and maintain. And it muſt be allow- 
ed that this is the very Subſtance of the Do- 
ctrine, and all that can be reputed eſſential to 


it; as hath been juſtly obſerved by the acute 


and learned Author of * Euſebius. But ſtill 


it is needful, and of great Moment, to guard 


'our Explications 1 in ſuch a manner, as to give 
8 K | no 
Vol. II, p. 319, &c. 
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no Offence to the Sincere, and no Advantage 


to the Captious. Perplexities and Stumbling- 
blocks are by all means, and as much as poſſi- 


ble, to be avoided, both for the Sake of Be- 


e and Unbelievers. The preſent 
Queſtion is, whether the 3 
of our Redemption is to be conſidered as pe- 
nal, or premial; whether as reſulting from a 
vicarious Puniſhment, or a perſonal Reward. 
If the former, I pretend not to reconcile ſuch 
a Notion with the Principle of Rectitude; 
and my Reaſons are already produced. If 
the latter, the Reconciliation and Defence of 
the Doctrine will, if I miſtake not, be not 
only practicable, but eaſy. 

It muſt indeed be confeſſed that the Gm 
ſeems countenanced by many Texts of Scrip- 
ture; and this, I doubt not, has occaſioned 
its Reception and Preference. Nevertheleſs 
I cannot avoid concluding on ſeveral Ac- 
counts, that it is only the Letter of Scripture, 
and not the true Senſe of it, which favours 
ſuch an Opinion. When it is ſaid * that 
on him was laid the Iniquity of us all, what 
Occaſion is there to underſtand any Thing 
further, than that he ſuffered as really for 
our Iniquities as if they had been his own; 


or, 


* Ifaiah liii. 6. 


Of Reveurrron, * 


or, rvcher Words, that to indemnify t us, he 
endured thoſe Evils which we only had de- 


ſerved? 


Where we read 4 that he was 


made Sin, or a Curſe, for us; nothing more 


ſeems intended than that he, tho' entirely ſin- 
leſs, underwent an accurſed Death for our 
Sakes; and ſuffered as deeply, on our Account, 
as if he had been a Sinner, even the greateſt 
of Sinners. —- But why does every Thing 
relating to our Saviour's Sufferings run fo 
much in a ſacrificial Strain, and in ſo exact 
a Conformity with the legal Expiations? 
May we not infer from thence that his Suf- 
ferings were ſtrictly penal; and that he was 
actually /ub/tituted in our ſtead ? It might be 
ſufficient to anſwer ; that as many Things in 
Scripture are repreſented ſuitably to the Ap- 
prehenſions and Infirmities of Mankind in ge- 
neral; fo a peculiar Regard ſeems had in the 
New Teſtament to the particular Ideas and 
Conceptions of the eus. In Accommoda- 
tion to their Way of Thinking, and in Al- 
lufion to the Rites of their Law, numberleſs 
Expreſſions are uſed, and various Figures em- 


ploy'd, of which no other Account is per- 


haps to be given. But it is needleſs to inſiſt 
on this, ſince I have already acknowledged 
K 2 that 

+ 2 Cor. v. 21. Gal. ni. 13. | 
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that Chriſt offered a real and proper Sacrifice, 
I own and contend that he gave himſelf * an 
. Offering | to God in order to accompliſh our 
Redemption. He was + the Propitiation 
for the Sins of the whole World ; that is, by 
his meritorious Death and Sufferings, he pro- 
cured for all Penitent$ the Remiſſion of their 
Sins and their Recondlliation with God. But 
I cannot fee the Neceſlity of ſuppoſing that in 
all Reſpects, and in every Circumſtance, the 
Chriſtian Sacrifice muſt anſwer the Jewiſb; 
however it might be ſignified and prefigured 
thereby. In one Point they are and muſt be 
_ eſſentially different. For how. is it poſſible 
that the Blood of Bulls and of Goats ſhould 
afford a juſt Repreſentation of the meritorious 
and all-ſufficient Sacrifice of our Redeemer ? 
Hence we find the Apoſtle diſtinguiſhing ſo 
ſtrongly between them, and expreſſing him- 
{elf fo fully in Diminution of the one, and Ex- 
altation of the other. Neither can I think 
it reaſonable, or ſafe, to lay fo great'a Streſs 
on typical Correſpoudencies as is frequentl y 
. done on this Occaſion. A much greater Streſs 
ought I think to be laid, not only on the Rea- 
ſon of the Thing, but on the original Type, 
and the Doctrine which we have been con- 
ſidering: 


»Eph. v. 2. 1 John i. 2. 
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; ſidering: : fince according to a foregoing-Ob-= > 
ſervation, the two Diſpenſations ſtand in 
direct Oppoſition, and the one is repreſented 
in Scripture as the Reverſe of the other; 
Thus the fr Adam diſobeyed and tranſ- 
greſſed; the ſecond Adam was all Innocence 
and Obedienee: the firſt highly demerited ; 
the ſecond highly merited : the firſt was 
puniſhed ;* the ſecond rewarded. And as 
the Effects of the former's Puniſhment fell 
upon his Deſcendants ; and occaſioned the 
Corruption of their Nature, as well as their 
' Mortality and Miſery : ſo the Effects of the 
latter's Reward redounded to his Subjects; 
producing the Renovation and Sanctification 
of their Nature, Immortality and Salvation, 
I might have added that the former was 
fixed in a joyful, proſperous and glorious 
Situation; and yet incurred Sin and Guilt : 
the latter was placed in a Scene of. Adverſi- 
ty, Ignominy, and Sorrow; and yet was per- 
fectly blameleſs, and even moſt meritorious. 
And "indeed there is ſcarce any Particular re- 
lating to our Purpoſe, wherein the ſame 
Correſpondence is .not obſervable. To fay 
it holds quite through every Circumſtance, 
is neither agreeable to plain Fact, nor to the 
Apoſtle's Obſervation, But it holds in fo 


many, 


74 FRED Zur TTON. 
many, and the Oppoſition is ſo general; 
as I believe affords us the beſt Help, and 
the cleareſt Light, for the Explication of ei- 
ther Doctrine. And if this be true, here is 
an ample Confirmation of the Account be- 
fore given. For to ſuppoſe both the firſt 
and ſecond Adam puniſhed, bfeaks in upon 
the Rule in one of the main Points, and de- 
ſtroys the Oppoſition. Before I. quit 
this Remark, I beg leave to add, in ren 
of ſome foregoing Obſervations, that 
Adam's Tranſgreſſiun, Demerit, and Puniſh: 
ment, being all perſonal, could not be tranſ- 
mitted ; ſo Chriſt's Obedience, Merit, and 
Reward, being alike perſonal, could not be 
communicated. Nevertheleſs as we ſuſtain- 
ed great Damage through the Demerit of 
the former; ſo we might and did receive 
ineſtimable Benefit through the Merits of 
the latter. However we might be affected 
by the Puniſhmeut inflicted On Adam 3. it 
Was really not our Puniſhment but hig: 


' however we may be advantaged by the Re- 


ward conferred upon Cbriſt; it was truly 
his Reward, and not ours. The Benefits 
of Redemption being ſuppoſed the ſame, 
whether it was accompliſhed in a premial, 
or a penal Way; it may ſeem perhaps to 
ſome 


1 
1 
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ſome a frivolous Controverſy, that is raiſed 


about them: but if the one is repugnant to 
Reaſon and Rectitude, and the other perfect. 
ly conſiſtent therewith; I preſume nothing 
more need be ſaid, to ſhew the Importance 
of the Inquiry. 


I beg it may be ber end what 
we are to tid by the Joy that was 


- ſet before our Saviour, for which he is ex- 


preſsly ſaid to have * endured the Croſs, de- 
Jpifing the Shame. Was it merely Power, 


and Glory, and fitting down at the Right 


Hand of the Throne of God? It ought not I 
think to be imagined ; as implying a great 
Diminution of his Merits. Far be it from 
ps to ſuppoſe that our Redemption was un- 
dertaken, ' and executed, chiefly from inte- 
reſted Motives, and perſonal Conſiderations, 


In Honour of our gracious Redeemer, and 


in Juſtice to his tranſcendent Merit, we are 
obliged to conclude, that he ſuffered chiefly 
for our Sakes, and not his own ; with pub- 
lic Views, not private Aims ; and from a 


diſintereſted Principle of pure Benevolence. 


But is it not evident from the foregoing 
Text, that he was influenced by a Proſpect 
of that Foy which was ſet before him? It is; 


but 


_ * Heb. xii. 2. 
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but ill 1 maintain and contend, that this 
was chiefly a 'virtuows Foy, a benevolent 
Pleaſure, refulting from the Contemplation 
of that immenſe Good, that was or Fronld 
be produced by his Sufferings. A Reward 
ſo — from diminiſhing the Merit of the Suf- 
ferer, that it was a real and great Addition 
to it: and yet was truly a Reward of the 
higheſt and nobleſt Kind, as will further ap- 
pear afterwards. - Excluding this Re- 
ward, that Text, as far as I am able to dif. 
cover, admits of no Interpretation but what 
is injurious and diſhonourable to our great 
Benefactor. Which ſeems to me a confider- 
able Preſumption in Favour of the Notion 


here maintained. Several other Conſidera- 
tions might be added; but fearing to de te- 
dious, I return to my principal Defign. 
Admitting then the Meritoriquſneſs & 
Okrilt' Sufferings, no Man can deny or call 
in Queſtion, as I before obſerved, the Rea- 
ſonablenels of a Reward; whatever he may 
object to the Reality, or Propriety of that 
which is here contended for. My preſent 
Bufineſs therefore will be, to vindicate it in 
theſe Refpects; and to ſhew: not only it's 
Confiſtence, but it's peculiar and perfect 
Agreement with Truth and Rectitude.— 
In 
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or rather identifies the Intereſts of 
their Children with their own. _ Fs riendſhip 


produces the like Effects; tho, for the moſt 2 
| L 1 


F 


es. 


ara, 
3 
to 
4 


* 

— 
8 * * 4 
73. 6: a6 © 


e 


WY 
FEY. 


a” 


«4 


a 
Ss 
x 
WY 
n 
Py 8 . 


248 


8 
= 


A 


. 
e 


. * 
. 
e 
3 


a 
1 » 
_ 1 
* 
o 4 
. 
* 
* 
0 


— 
o 
<1] 


* 4 

* 

v8 

— {z 33 


" $ 3% is,” 


F 


75 Oo R 15 E Wh why 


Pitt, in a lower Hebel. Aud eve very, In. 
ſtance of *beneyol Affection g Foe, 
theteto, Adcording to the * Natute and Mes- 


e Through the Strength of this 
le, "the Good of others becomes as 
i and deſirable as our own; or ra- 
ther, i really dean chr ern and often 

a Gar bi belt Finjoywents "Here- 
by the" Minds 'of Marat X gents arc wonder- 


fully knit together, dd dhe Union of pub- 


lic and private Intereſt is rendered indifſo- 
luble. — And if fuch Effects are produ- 
cible by 'the Force of Natural  Aﬀettion ; 
much greater may he" expected from it, 
wht reiafbroed by More? Pin, and 
a Diſp6fition 'divinely virtious.” A Hear; 
inflamed with's Zeal” for God's 
Glory, and the of Human- Kind, 
miſt be ſuſceptible F ihe pureſt and higheſt 
En nts merely from the Advancement 
of thoſe Ends. The more rational and re- 
ef oy Ak is; the greater is the 
ure refulting from zit. However the 
of our Nature may darken this 
Pd or weaken the Evidence of it; no- 
ching is more manifeſt in reſpect of pure 
and uncorrupt Agents. For as the Exer. 


_ ci of the nobleſt Faculties muſt yield Sa- 


2 a tisfactions 
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of che nableſt Kind; fo. the De- 
anſwerable to the 


gree;of, the latter, will be 
1 intenſeneſ of the former. 
1 Tam n ar th Natural N 
wards, of Piety, Vittue, and Benevolence; 
| and therefore may ſeem. \foreign-20,0ur pre- 
ſent Purpoſe; But I. defire-it. may be ob- 
ſerved, that he great ſupernatural; " Reward 
we. are, confidering, . grafted hereon; vir- 
tuous Joy eſſentially depending on the Diſ- 
poſition and Perfection of the Mind. Ne- 
vertheleſs that Joy cannot fail of being in- 
creaſed and exalted in Proportion to the 
Good which 1 is actually accompliſhed. The 
more the Glory of God 1 and the 
Good of Mankind promoted, by any Agent; 
the higher his Satisfaction riſes on both Ac- 
counts. His Benevolence and Piety are pro- 


portionably indulged, . and he exults and 


| triumphs in the Gratification of his virtuous 

Defires. — The Application of this to our 
' Redeemer will be found afterwards. At 
preſent I would only obſerve, what a Har- 
veſt of pious Joy and benevolent Pleaſure 
our Redemption was capable of producing. 
It cannot enter into the Heart of Man to 


conceive a Diſſ penſation more directly and 


Wy {conducive to the great Ends before- 
L 2 men- 
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| and how the Truth of the OO 


and for ſuch a Multitude of Creatures; muſt 


Complacency. 
ponent roms, Darren en 


- tin Time expire; 


$ Feste 
ee Whoever zömim the Ducke, 
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e e N 
Pier Hain hind nd cms 
x aff figeere Penitents ; the Reftoration of 
"and Immortatity ;, the Renovation and 
tion of Men's Souls; in à word, the 
— Gree, and the Proſpect ind Af. 
furance"of endlefs Glory; theſe, I fay, are 
duch "Bleffiogs, or rather fach Treaires of 
Good,” as neither our Words nor Ideas are 
able to'reach. * To be conſcious of 
Procured fuck mighty and extenfive Benefits, 


yield the moſt exquiſite Delight apd Divine 
The Mind of Man is not 
on of any RE 


d this in Weight and Worth. 


85 Honour: Power, Glory, or Dominion, 
mem fit ts ſtand in Competition with it; 


however juſtly they may be added to it. 


 fince we are informed that the 
latter will in ſome Meaſure, and at a cer- 
the former never. 
It is-needlefs to obſerve how cloſe a Con- 
. 
kind 
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— which — bes the for- 
mer in Subordination to the latter. Such Re. 


prefentations; ſuppoſing theſe Ends ei 
the fame; would be altogether unintelligible. 
However it is not to be but God 
is eminently glorified in the Welfate ant 
Profperity of his Creatures; and if this be 4 
aft End, fuch am Advancement of it is 
| we are confidering, muſt be an immenſe Ad. 
dition to the Redeemer's Joy and Reward: 
Or rather this will be the chief Conſiderati- 
on, and the other only additional. But 4 
the Glory of God is ſuppoſed to oonſiſt pri- 
marily in the Maintenance and Promotion of 
Truth and Righteouſneſt; it is requiſite that 
we proceed to  condider: _ CO 
M ot * 

An een — 
ber, as I propoſed; the P and 
gentableneſs of this Reward in the Re- 
ſpects beſore· mentioned. And let the f 
Inquiry be, whether it be not moſt worthy 
of its great Author and Giver, and moſt a- 
grecable to the Rectitude and Perfection of 


his 


rie 
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Nature. endeavour to-proye, 
—— on yn 
— DER 
7 1 Rule of Truth. 
_ conformable.to — - 
— —— the Ivy Media- 
— — 488 as far as I can 
tor, 18 
— 
8 r 5 
— — 
0 For it is to be 
a - nothing leſs, COD 
— I hu r 
— to the Caſe 2 
dition —— and a —_ — 
. Which, if I miſtake —— 
bee already ſhown plainly agu 
Naw 2 5 
ö Nevertheleſs as it — xn ar 
n Favour ; ſo it c 
N Penitence and 
0 2 a wore Truth. - Moſt 
Gr : . 
God was 


of | 
Nature, 
beſt Account, which N "Thing, 
wo 2 

to 


abnvas neten * 
"Thidgs, and the Rue of 
would admit. „ 
gn, or an entire "Reſtitution of Grace and 
Favour, could not, | conſiſtently. with this 
Rule, be dire#h and immediately granted to 
the Penitents themſelves: therefore he was 
graciouſly-pleaſed to convey it to them, as far 
as it could be conveyed, indirectiy and meds: 
ately, by the Intervention of a Mediator; 
whoſe Merits he knew would intitle him to 
the higheſt Favour, and whaſe Benevolence 
incline him to prefer ſuch a Reward, as might 
redpund to the Benefit of forlorn Sinners, 
Th God ſent forth his Son to be. the Saviour, 
of - the mond; to be 4 Propitiation for our 
| Sins, that e Jive through bim. And 


« by Him He pas pleaſed to recneile all Things 
10 Himſel . "vs 
AN wh FP We conceiye any Expedient 


þle to, or more. worthy of the 
Dude Perfecto; better fitted to promote 
every good Purpoſe; and that without the 
leaſt — with Truth and Righteouſ- 
neſs? An Expedient that unites all deſirable 
Ends, and eſtabliſhes a perfect Harmony be- 
| tween the Glory of God and the Welfare of 


his Creatures. By which all juſt Diſtincti- 


* ame n, and every 
Agent 


by 
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8 bo” 
neither tation got | nor | 
fön of Perſonalities. Guilt only. is is condemp 
= ed in the guilty 7 and "Merit only r 
| 1 the ineritorious. And forely to 
the higheſt” Merit with the nobleſt 
e eee ee Gs — 
firmed 


I Lid x 


— — 
his Reward; that the chief Part 


ef ic teſults from them, and is conſtituted 
by em. I is indeed! of ſo glorious and di- 


vine a Nature, as not only to be founded on 
Benevolence and Goodneſs, but to riſe in 


rv Account, he: 3 — 3 
meetly' nominal, while the Sinner enjoys the 
Reality? —_—— looked. upen as 


er and-ditfhraging the n Excel- 
tence: which is eſſentially productive of the 
higheſt and moſt heavenly Good. To a pure 


and perfect lind an Opportunity af procu- 


| ring and communicating the greateſt Bleflings 


is itſelf a Bleffing, and a Reward above all 
Price. And as to the Sinner, hate per Be- 
neſit redound to him, it cannot properly 

comme under the. Notion of a Reward; no 


© mort. indecd.. chan the, Damage ſuſtained by 


8 — 
he M 


e „ "7 OI 
2 2 Cortariunication' of Goody and Bhs. 
A 1 _y 
mein hab already been ſheven, that the Ad. 
vantages derived to us from the meritorious 


1 en, nen | 


Benefits: but neither were: thoſs Maxfor- | 
tunes bein N nor ctheſe: Renefits 
6 their Reward. $13 Is 79H 2111 Sema 
If it be ill aſked, hovy it can be conſiſt- 
ent with Divine Rectitude td rſtare Peni- 
a State of Innocents; and whether this do not 
imply that very Confufion of Caſes and Re. 
pugnance to Truth, which was before: diſal- 
lowed y T anſwer, that. the Difference is great 
and obvious. The Reſtitution of theſe Blef- 
ſings and Privileges is not granted to Peni- 
tents on their own:Accounts ;- but is the Re- 
ſult and Conſequence af their Redeemer's 
Merits. Ibe mighty Favour is conferred; di- | 
realy. upon Him; and their Redemption 
vrrapt up in it. Whatever Puniſhment the 
Caſe of the agar n require; yet I 
nA ebe im invents RNewwid. And 
what Reward can be conceiv d . ſhines 
ble to ſuch exalted Virtue and boundleſs Be- 
nevolence? —— Speaking of a Diſpenſation 
as conformable to + ic we are always to 
I : wr. 


ee Si T now 55 | 


- underfiahd the "anbolb Fyurb, If, hen all 
Relations and Circumſtances are taken in 
che ſame Conduct be fr in ſome Reſpects, in 
others unfit, as in complicated Caſes frequent- 
y happens; the Reaſons on both Sides muſt 
bel ſtated and compared, and the Judgment 
determined according to the Reſult of ſuch a 
5 Compariſon.—— Bei It there fore granted that 
penitent Sinners are obnoxious to Puniſhment 
in Proportion to their Offences; yet when 
we conſider them as bought 615 4 Price, 

and that Price of ineſtimable Value; what 
ſhould hinder their Exemption and' Releaſe ? 
In this wonderful Diſpenſation which we are 
conſidering, their Intereſt being inſeparably 


linked to their Redeemer's; and ineluded in 


the Reward merited by hir, and conferred 
on him; their Situation is meld improved, 
and their Condition exalted far above their 
own perſonal Merits; but without the leaſt 


from it that it is conſulted and promoted in 
every Reſpect. All the Regard is had to Pe- 
nitents , and all the Benefits heaped upon 
them, that could be deſired or propoſed on 
any Scheme; and yet at the ſame Time the 
Ends of Cu m are Fatty? maintained, 
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Deviation from Right and Truth. 80 far, 
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and che Honour: of God, and the Majeſty of 
Truth pre ſerved inviolate.-: Kue b 
I ſball endeavqur to illuſtrate and confirm 
this Point, in a Way more familiar ta ur 
Apprehenſions. It would be in vain to ſearch 
among haman Tranfactions for an entire Pa- 
rallel to this Divine Diſpenſation. But Cuſes 
may eaſily be put ſufficiently ſimilar, to 
foregoing Repreſentation. Let us ſuppoſe 
ſome wide Province peopled and governed by 
an earthly Monarch: the Inhabitants of 
which, inſtead of adhering to their Duty, 
riot and rebel; inſulting and murdering; his 
Officers, and committing all manner of Out- 
rages and Enornuties, After many Means 
uſed, and various Experiments tried in vain, 
the King at length is pleaſed to appoint the 
and takes all proper Methods to reclim the 
— — and reduce them to Obedience. 
But they, inſtead of reverencing the Prince, 
treat him with all poſſible Scorn, Rage, 


Rudench,. and Indignity. Le apprehends 
yet worle Treatment: nevertheleſs reſolves, = 
at all Events, to perſevere; and to ſet his Fa- 
. ** an Example, ſo much want- 
| ed, | 


ros — 


&, of the profoundeſt Submiſſion) and mot 
punctuab Obedience. In tlie mean time, 


tough his Care, Counſel, and Conduct 


Part of the Rebels become ſenſible of thee 


Folly and Guilt, and grow aſhimed of what 


they" have done. They ſeparate from tlie 
reſt, and apply to che King; acknowledging 
their Fault, and ſuing for a Pardon. He 
approves, and is well pleaſed with their Re- 
turn to their Duty; ; but on ſeveral Accounts 
Judges it it 1tnproper | to grant them entire For- 


giveneſs, and abſolute Indemnity, Hereupon 


they 120 Recourſe to the Prince, and de- 
Fad his Interceſſion; who mediates with his 
Father in their Behalf, and earneſtly intreats 
him to reſtore them to his Royal Favour. In 
Honour of ſo obedient and deſerving a. Son, 
and as a Recompence for his faithful, Services; 


u his Account, and for his Sake, they not 


only. obtain Impunity, but are fayoured, and 
encouraged in the e ee asf ny g 


had never offended. 

Not regarding thoſe nie whine 
in che Parallel fails, the Reader is only de- 
ſired to conſider wherein it holds; and to 
judge whether ſuch a Proceeding be not 


0 


od high Merit; his Requeſt is fully granted. 


perſectly agreeable, not only to the Wiſe 


1 go. Rr _ wer AL 15 
dom of Government, but d the Rule 66 


each other, W ſtrong Tyes, and power 


Inſtance thereof, to contrive a ſuitable At- 
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Truth. Whereas, if ſuch a Caſt be 
drawn up in C and Corteſpon 
dence to the foregoing Idea of. Subſitution'; 
that is, if we ſuppoſe; the King requiting 
his innocent and obedient Son to conſent to 5 
be puniſhed for thoſe Delinquents; or, in 
other Words, to ſuffer; capitally as their 
Subſtitute, to procure their Indemnity, : how- 
ever ſuch an Expedient might be | 
ſquare with ſome of the Ends of Govern- 
ment: I am not able to diſcover which way 
it oould be juſtified, or reconciled with Truth 
ahd Rectitude. . 
But to return, it may be farther one 
ed, that as God has been Pleaſed, i in his in. 
finite Wiſdom to interweave public and 58 
vate Good, and to unite and oboe the 
Intereſts of Mankind; thereby knitting the 
ſeveral Members of the great Sal os 


Ligaments; ſo it might be perfectly agttee- 
able to the ſame Wiſdom, and an eminent 


tachment of all the Members to their com- 
mon Head. Suppoſing the Truth of Reve- 
lation, they are all his immediate Subjects; 
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Sem, a8 UHC Burch is His Family: : 
"Ati — 04h Je for lay- 
tip a Foundation” for tlie firmeft cloſeſt, 
and möſt durddle Vii6h.”” What then could 
_ &&bormplitif 915" effetually, as the 'DiF- 
ion Pecßre ds? What" could erate h 
Fa Regard hi one Side or ſo ſtrict a 
Degerident& on the other?" L am fenfible this 
Difpe tion ümplies and pre- ſuppoſes ſich 
| Regard; ut till if is is thereby heighteried! 
And ſtrengtfleged, and the Relation both 
Ways Bd Aud riveted. No wonder if 
eben the lo weſf Part of Mankind be looked 


upon by our Fracious Lord as his Brethren, 


braces all with/ſo ardent an Affection. Their 
Welfare, we ſee;/ conſtitutes in a peculiar 
Manner his Jay and Gladneſs, and their 
Redemption is his principal Reward. - | 
To conſider this Reward in Relation to 
Him, is what I propoſed in the ſecond Place; ; 
but I, have, in a good Meaſure, anticipated 
this Point, It ſufficiently appears from what 
has been faid; that ſuch. a Reward could be 
no leſs acceptable to the Redeemer, than be- 


neficial to the Redeemed. 10 raiſe and 
make 


MR f e. To 


e ficitved Sehe, the Were is his King: 


rather than his Subyects; and that he em 


higheſt and moſt valuable Recompenfe. 


a 1 — R * 1 . " A 0 
4 * LR - my 4 » -_ 
, 2 i. U A PS” -4 
\ 6 1 * ** 9 * - 8 * 
e "I" . 
d I 4 * 
4 
© 9 * * C 
, v 


0 * DN * 

4 ale are, 10 redeem and beg, , f 
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and buried in Iniquity ; te tui off AU 


Feuers of Mortality and, Corrupszon, m 
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a Reward, 
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Ideas, .'His Thoughts and Ways, his Af 
fections and Deſires, muſt tranſcend ours in 
Proportion to the Excellence of his Nature 


Account it is not to be wondered, if an Op- 
portunity of doing the greateſt and mioſt ex- 
tenſwe Good, was reputed by him the 


\ 


he alone was capable of meriting ſo mighty. 
a Favour ; ſo he alone could have the Good- 


his On proper = 
Benefit, - But we-muſt take heed how, we 
meaſure the Divine Sentiments of car Re- 
deemer by our low Maxims, and ſelfiſh 
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. --Phav'our-Saviour's Motive for Suffering 
wil 
Way nianifeft? He"knew what would be 
the Effe, und the Reward of ſuch an ex- 


ttabfflinar) Odechence; and chearfully ſub- 
mitted” from a Principe of Benevolence, as 


rr. 5 


well as Duty. As it was God's Will that 
he ſhould. buffer, and therefore Bis; ſo we. 


are.  affured_. that he Was alſo influenced, and 


animated by. the mighty Foy that was ft 


before hin, And whether that Joy "aroſe 


of our Deliverance ; can ſcarce, I think, 8 


made à Queſtion, without injuring his Cha- 


rater, and derogating from his Goodneſs. — 


But perhaps, it may be alledged, that it does 


not appear conſiſtent with the Divine Recti- 
tutle, to will the Sufferings of fo innocent 


and ri righteous a Perſon ; certainly not with- 


aut wei Reaſons, and important Ends, i in, 


View. | Various Ends appear even to us, 


which bave been ofien infiſted on, and ſet a 


forth at large. I only. beg Leave to add 


thereto, what is moſt. agrecable to the fare= 


going Account; ; . that our Redeem er 
ion, A perfect Oppor- 
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Eur Safety and Advantage, is every 
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tuniy of exerting and diſplaying his intire 
Submiſſion to God, and ſingular Benevolence 


toward Men; and n of meriting that 
illuſtrious Reward, which contained our 
Redemption. — Adverſity and Suffering 
have ever been frequent and familiar to the 
beſt of Mankind. 
principal Deſign of ſuch Diſpenſations is to 
give Room for the Improvement of their 
Minds, and the Exaltation of their Virtue., 
Conformably hereto our Saviour himſelf is * 
repreſented by the Apoſtle, as learning Obe- 
dience, and being made perfect ly the Things 
which he ſuffered ; before he became the Au- 
thor'of our eternal Salvation. By Suffering 
he acquired Perfection of Obedience; and 
by perfect Obedience he was rendered wor- 
thy of that Recompence, which he ſo much 
deſired, and we ſo much wanted. To 
look upon it as repugnant to Rectitude for 
the Innocent to ſuffer at all; when permit- 
ted or ordained with ſuch Views: and for 
ſuch -Purpoſes ; is I preſume a Suppoſition 
altogether groundleks. For natural Evil muſt 
ever be right and fit, and even eligible, when 
it conduces to the ſuperior Good both of the 
_ and the Publick. In the Caſe a 
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the Radeemed, but greatly, augments that of 
the; Redeemer; at the ſame Time highly 
glorifying God, in the Advancement of 
Truth and Righteouſneſs. 
There is no Room to ſuppoſe, nor will che 
ene permit it, that our Saviour was no 
otherwiſe rewarded, than in our Reſtoration 
and Redemption. On the contrary we have 
frequent Accounts, and full Aſſurances, of 
. his receiving the higheſt Honours and Exal- 
tations. This external Reward, as it may 
L be called, no Way interferes with that inter- 
nal one, which we are conſidering ;' but was 
an Addition to it perfectly juſt and fit. No- 
thing could be more proper, than that he who 
had fo exceedingly abaſed himſelf, ſhould be 
proportionably exalted. And moreoyer ſuch 
Acceſſions of Power and Dignity may be con- 
ſidered as ſubſervient to his principal Reward; 
The higher he was advanced, and the more 
Power he had, the greater Good he would 
be capable of producing; and the greater 
Good he produced, the more his Benevo- 
lence would be gratified. If it be aſked 
_ "why. the Scripture. takes more Notice of the 
external, than the internal Reward ; I an- 
ſwer, in all Probability, for the ſame Rea. _* 
ſon that the Bleſſedneſs of uſt Men made per- 
32 e is repreſented by Pearls, Th = -— 
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which chiefly turn on exterior and ſenſible 
Objects. And yet notwithſtanding ſuch De- 
. 0 we cannot doubt but che interior 


will 1 — the Happineſs of 
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Crowns, Kingdoms, and the likeplendid and | 
magnificent Ideas. That is, by Way of 
Accommodation to human 'Canceptions, 


joyments of Truth and Virtue 


Heaven, and far excel the additional Plea- 
ſures of outward Glory and Grandeur. In 
like manner whatever Honour, Digni- 
ty, and Authority were conferred on our 
bleſſed Saviour; it may ſecurely be ſuppoſed 
that his chief Satisfactions flowed from ano- 
ther Source, and were of a quite different Na- 
ture.—— In ſhort, to be Waſcious of favidk 
a finking World; of glorifying the great 
Creator inthe higheſt Manner, and poſſefling 
his Favour in the higheſt Degree; cannot fail 
of yielding to fuch a virtuous, pure, and ho- 
ly Mind, à Bliſs-far ſuperior to any Thing 
that can ariſe from Pomp and Power, Domi- 
nion and Glory. Tho”, —— 
clares, W 10 this End Girift dd d roſes 
gain, that be might be the Lord "both of the 
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8 Mankind. 
bbs I remains to be conſidered in the third and 
lat Place; how perfectiy this Reward is a- 
 dapted to the Caſe and Circumſtances of the 
" 'Redeemed + which will evidently appear, 
' whether we conſider them as Sufferers, or as 1 
Sinners. — As all Men had ſuffered through " 
"the Demerit and Puniſhment of another ; > 9 
what more juſt and proper, than that they 
mould be redeemed by the Merit and Reward 1 
of another? As all our Misfortunes were ori- 
ginally owing to the Tranſgrefion of the jr ft 4 
Alan, it ſeems peculiarly fitting that our - £8 
| Reſtoration Mould 15. ſpring from the perfect 3 
Innocence and Obedende of the ſecond, 
And perhaps it may juſtly be doubted; 
whether the all-wiſe Creator would have 
Tag. the former, had he not foreſeen 
and: pre-ordained the latter. Tho' fuch 4 
Diſpenſation might have taken Place on other 
Accounts, and for other Reaſons, which we 
cannot penetrate ;- yet it ſeems more agree- 
able to our Conceptions, and more eaſy to be 
reconciled with the Divine Perfections, that 
our natural Diſadvantages ſhould be thus 
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And indeed; "this being die 
e no Rom is left for the leaf! Shadow = 
prop Bol ny What Wonder if in Hh 
"Ws. hen 7 Cbrift all were io be made 
alive? Or that the beſt Men were ſo deep» 
17 degraded a and damaged through the one, 

when they were to be ſo highly exalted 28d 
recompenſed by the other? I am not afraid 

to. add, that ſuch a Reſtoration not 7 
makes ample Amends, but extends mil 
Further ; as will be obſerved afterwards. At J 
peeſent 1 ſhall only take, Natter that our 1 
being fixed in ſo ſtrict a Depen e, firſt 
on our Natural, and afterwards on. our f 
ritual Head, may be conceived not only re- 
quiſite and proper, but greatly beneficial in | 
many Reſpects. And if we ſaw deeper into 
this grand Scheme of Providence, we. ſhould 
probably have nothing left to do, but to a- 
dore that infinite Wiſdom, which brought 
fo vaſt a Good out of Evil, —— Again, if we 
conſider the Redeemed as Sinners, not only 
the Propriety, but the Neceſſity of ſuch a 
meritorious Redeemer will manifeſtly appear. 
I mean in reſpect of the Reſtoration and fi- 
nal Salvation of Mankind; which, if the 
foregoing Reaſonings be juſt, ſeem not poſ- 
rn penis Cre CO” 
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Fot ve could no Way redeem or 
. xgcover., ons. loſt, Privileges ;, no B 
being duffigently-available. for that Purpoſe, 
Ibough it might render us real Objects of Pi- 
vine Approbation 5; yet it could not procure 
3 that —— Pardon, or that immenſe. 
| 32 of Fayour, which are now ſet before 
What remgined then to ſave us and 

Bk. us,” effectually and fully, but a Media- 


ſelves, or 


tor of tranſcendent Merit, and boundleſs Be- W 


nevolence ; who, ſhould be able and willing, 
to reſcue us from the Bondage of Sin and 
| Guilt, and open for us the Gate of everlaſt- 
ing, Life? Such a Reward He only could, 
deſerve; and, without his Patronage and In- 
terceſſion, our Proſpect muſt have been, for 
Reaſons already produced, very , precarious. 
It cannot, I think, be conceived how peni- 
tent Sinners could any other Way obtain a 
"Title to ſuch mighty Arier as Chriſti- 
anity propounds, and requires them to expect: 
Advantages, which infinitely ſurmount all 


their perſonal Pretenſions. For how ſhould 


Man, /inful Man, ſtanding merely on his 
dcn Bottom, preſume to aſpire at a bleſſed 
and glorious Immortality? Or what Propor- 


tion between ſuch a Gift, and ſuch a Rec- 
Ara pient? 
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bB &s foreign to the Eftimate, and e Wort!. 
„nes alone to be regarded. —— All this is per- 
= Sly confiftcnt with thoſe auer Pall.” | 
28e in Scripture, which expreſly declare 
_ every Man ſhalt be dealt with: according to. 
His n Works. As to Impenitents it bas 
been already obſerved that are utterly 
_- diſqualified | for the Participation of theſe Ble: 
mig And as. to Penitents,) we know that 
their Treatment and final' Succeſs are repre: __- 
ſented in the Goſpel as preciſely proportio-. 
nable to theit reſpective Improvements. Now © ö 
their Redemption, as here explained, neither 
Wolates nor in the leaſt alters this righteous, | 
© Rule, 80 far from it, that i it gives Room and 
2 and is indeed previouſly nece eoeſſary for, 
71 A the. full Exerciſe and Manifeſtation of it. 
Had they continued under the Bondage of Sin. 
Ax Death, the Improvement f thei Talents 
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ous Scene of Retribution: where the Fairb. 


| table ne Leet it not then be faid 
or ſuppoſed, that our Dependance on Chriſt's 
Merits tends to enervate moral Virtue, or te- 


lax Men's Endeavours. - So far is it from in- 


terfering with either; that it affords the faireſt 
Opportunity, and the 3 nee 


* both. 
Whether the following: Benefits are to 


demption „ or as mediatorial Bleſſings 


conſequent thereto, I ſhall not inquire: but 
as they are included in, and flow from that 
Freat Reward of our Redeeemer's, which we 


_ have been conſidering; a brief mention of 


. "Sa. 42 - 


them may not be improper. 


of Grace, wien our Petitions are duly and 


, devoutly offered in His Name. Himſelf and 
his Merits are r interceding in the 


moſt. 
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One of them 
is a more ſucceſsful Application to the Throne 


moan, the Comfort and Advantage — 
2-0 Ran from-it. Whereas the Reſtoration of 


Life and Immortality opens a new and glo- 
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bon of the Holy Ghoſt. Which I conſider” 
| - {herb as immediately operating in a great Va- 
day of miraculous Works, for the Confir< 
r and the Propagation of 

the Goſpel; for as to the ordinary Aids and 

3 ae abe Spirit, chey have eh 
been ſpoken of as Means of reſcuing us fm 
the Dominion of Sin. A third is the Ro- 
ſurrection of the Body; and that itnproved | 
=, and glorified in a Manner and Meafiire be- 
1 vond our Conceptions. A Favour perhaps aof 
> greater Importance, and more conducive o 


>] . 858 the Perfoion of nian Bliſs, than ſome 
1 e | Appendage 
3 earthly for a heavenly Immortality. The 
"EW great Privilege forfeited by our firſt Parents 
ts mare than reſtored. Another and much 8 


Ir > nobler Paradiſe is provided for penitent Chri- 
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„ Fezement, unte it 15 pa Gra- 5 2 
uad, and excite our Admiration,” © 
Upon the Whole, I haye eber to... 
hk that this Divine Tranfaction ſtands clear 
| of all reaſbnable Objections, even when 
brought to that Teſt, and tried by that Rule, 
Which Unbelievers have laid down: that it is 
not only reconcileable with moral Truth and 
Neckitude, but peculiarly agreeable thereto, | 
I may add that this Account of the Doctrine 
needs not be confined to this Rule. Thoſe / 
Readers who prefer the Principle of Benevo- 5 
Ente, will find it, if I miſtake not, e 
+ unirjured thereby, but directly conſulted. 
Kedemption, as above explained, appears an 
| Wuſtrious Inſtance of Divine Benevolence; 
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